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FOREWORD

The Chairman of the International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas presents his compliments to
the Contracting Parties of the International Convention for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas (signed in Rio de
Janeiro, May 14, 1966), as well as to the Delegates and Advisers that represent said Contracting Parties, and has the
honor to transmit to them the ""Report for the Biennial Period, 1998-99, Part |1 (1998)", which describes the
activities of the Commission during the first half of said biennial period.

This issue of the Biennial Report contains the reports of the Eleventh Special Meeting of the Commission, held in
Santiago de Compostela, Spain, in November, 1998, and the reports of all the meetings of the Panels, Standing
Committees and Sub-Committees, as well as some of the Working Groups. It also includes a summary of the
activities of the Secretariat and a series of National Reports of the Contracting Parties of the Commission, relative
to their activities in tuna and tuna-like fisheries in the Convention Area.

Given that the combined length of these reports, the Report for 1998 has been published in two volumes. Volume 1
includes the Reports of the Secretariat on its activities, the Proceedings of the Commission Meetings and the reports
of all the associated meetings, with the exception of the Report of the Standing Committee on Research and Statistics
(SCRS). Volume 2 contains the Report of the Standing Committee on Research and Statistics (SCRS) and its
appendices, as well as the National Reports mentioned above.

This Report has been prepared, approved and distributed in accordance with Article 111, paragraph 9, and Article 1V,
paragraph 2-d, of the Convention, and Rule 15 of the Rules of Procedure of the Commission. The Report is available
in the three official languages of the Commission: English, French and Spanish.

R. Conde de Saro
Commission Chairman
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ADMINISTRATIVE REPDRT

SECRETARIAT REPORTS

1998 ADMINISTRATIVE REPORT
(COM/98/6-Revised)”

1. Contracting Parties to the Convention

In1 January, 1998, the Department of Legal Services of the Food and Agriculture Organization of the Uniled Nations
{FAQ) informed the Secretariat that France and the United Kingdom had nofified the Director General ol FAQ that ey
would remain Parties to ICCAT in virtue of their overseas territories (hal are nol included in the common fishing policy
tmplemented by the Treaty of Rome.

The Department of Legal Services of FAQ alse informed the Secretariat that on December 28, 1998, the Government
of the Republic of Panama had deposited an instrument of adherence to the ICCAT Convention. In accordance with
Article XTIV, paragraph 3, of tfie Convention, the Republic of Parama had become a full member of the Coemmission.

Consequently, as of December 31, 1998, the Commission was compnsed of 26 Contracting Parties.

In the course of the year, Uruguay and South Africa became members of Panel 4, in accordance with Rule 12,
paragraph 5, of the Rules of Procedure, The People’s Rapublic of China became a member of Panel 1, in virtug of the same
Article, :

2, Acceplance or ratification of Madrid and Paris Protocols to the ECCAT Convention

In accordance with ils Article 3, the Protocol adopted in Madrid in June, 1992, will entar into force, for all the
Contracting Parties, on the 90th day following the deposit with the Director General of FAQ of the last instrurnent of
approval, ratification or acceptance by three-quarters of the Contracting Parties, and these three-quariers shauld include
alt the Parties classified by the United Nations Conference on Trade and Development as of Jure 3, 1992, as developed
market economy countries. - ... .

The entry into force of the Madrid Protacol requires the ratification of France, as ane of ihe countries having a
developed marked economy, It also requires ratification by three of the countries which did not pertain to this category
at the time of the signing of the Protocol and that stll have not ratified or accepted the Protocol {Angola, Cape Verde,
Cite d'Tvoirs, Equatorial Guinea, Gabon, Ghana, and Sac Tome & Principe), The Delegate of France (8t, Piene &
Miguelon) informed the Commission that the procedure for ratification of the Madrid Protocol by France was in pracess.

As of December 31, 1998, the following Conizucling Parties have officially réﬁﬁed or accepted the Protocol (some of
these alomaticaily accepled npon becoming Contracting Parties to the Convention):

Republic of Korea Acceptance on June 11, 1993
Canada Ratification on September 22, 1993
South Africa Acceplance on September 30, 1993
United States of America Ralification on August 24, 1954
Russian Federalion Acceplance on September 14, 1994
Republic of Guninea Acceptance on April 13, 1993
United Kingdom Acceptance on November 10, 1995
People’s Republic of China Acceptance on October 24, 1996
Moroceo Ratification on December 9, 1996

" The Administrative Repar presented atihe 1598 Commission meeting has been updoted to December 31, 1958,
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Brazil Ratificalion an January 15, 1997
Unuguay Acceptance on July 24, 1957
Croatia Acceptance on October 20, 1997
European Cormmunity Acceptance on November 14, 1997
Tunisia Acceptance on December 16, 1997
Libya Acceptance on January I4, 1998
Venczuela . Acceptance on May 5, 1998
Iapan Acceptance on May 27, 1998
Panama Acceplance on December 28, 1998

3. ICCAT Repulations and Resolutions

~Adapted in 1897

During the six-months grace period following transmittal of the Recommendations adopted by the Camimnission at iis
1997 Meeting, the Government of Brazil presented a formal objecton and later a farmal ratification of that objection {o
the "Reecommendotion Regarding Compliance in the South Atfantic Swardfish Figherp®, In accordance with Article VIII,
parapgraph 3(a), of the Convention, the entry into force was delayed by an additional 60 days. During the extension, two
other Parties (Uruguay and South Africa) also presented formal objections and subsequent confirmations ta the same
Recormmendation. Hence, in accordance with Article VIII(b), the entry into force of the aforementioned Recommendation
was delaycd by another 45 days. Consequently, the Recommendation entered into force on September 24, 1998, for all
the Contracting Parties, except for those that had presented an objection to it. The Contracting Parties and Non-
conlracling Partics, Entities and Fishing Entities that fish tunas in the Convention Area were dnly notified of the
objeclions and the detayed entry into force.

Since no objections were preseated to any other Recommendation adopted by the Commission at its 1997 Mesting,
these entered into force on June 13, 1998, which was duly notified by the Secretarial on Jane 15.

— Adopred in 1998

On December 22, 1998, the Secretariat transmitted to flic Contraciing Parties and nen-contracting Parties that have
an Atlantic constline or that fish tunas in the Convention Area, as well as to intergovermmnental fisherics organizations
and fishinig entities, the texts of the Recommendations and Resolutions adopted by the Commission at its 11" Special
Meeting {Santiago de Composteia, November 1998}, Provided that no objections are presented, these 1998
Recommendations will enter inte force on June 21 1989, The text of these Recommendations and Resolutions are included
in Annex 5 to the Proceedings of the 1998 Conunission Meeting (contained in this volume),

4. Monitoring and inspection

As of Deceniber, 1998, the Contracting Parties that have accepted the ICCAT Scheme of Port Inspection, which was
adapted by the Commussion at its First Special Meeting (Madrid, 1978) and in effect since 1983, are as follows: Brazil,
Cole d'Ivoire, Spain, Uniled States, France, Gabon, Sao Tome & Principe, Scuth Africa, and Venczucla,

At its 15th Regular Mecting (viadrid, November 1997), the Commission adopted a "Recommendation for a Revised
JCCAT Port inspection Scheme " (ss¢ Annex 5-10 to the YReport for Biennial Period, 1996-97, Part II, Vol. 1), The revised
Scheme, which entered into force on June 13, 1998, modifies the previcus ICCAT Pori Inspection Scheme,

At its 11* Special Meeting (Santiago de Compostela, Spain, November 1998), the Deicgate from tie Enropean
Community indicated {hat the Community had accepted the new Port Inspection Scheme. This had beon incorporated in
the ils internel law once the Council of Ministers adopted the change to the EUs general mionitoring regime, which is
currently in process. :

5, ICCAT inter-gessional meetings and Working Groups

In accordance with the Commission's decisions, the following meetings of a scienlific-technical nature were held in
1998, Details on these meatings are provided in the Report on Statistics and Coordination in 1998 (COM-SCRS/98/9).

6
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ICCAT Meeting for the Develapment of Siandardized Methods for Estimating Swordfish Catch a1 Age by Sex
(January 21-27, 1998 - Hamilton, Bermuda).
Preparatory Meeting for the ICCAT Bluefin Year Program (BETYP) (March 24-25, 1998 - Madrid, Spain)
{During the course of this meeting, it was recommended that the Exccutive Secrelary initiate actions to pracure
funds for the Program. In accerdance with this recommendation, Dr. Ribeiro Lima visited Azares, Madeira,
Canary Islands, the European Community, Chinese Taipei and Japan. His report is presented in SCRS/98/21.)

Multi-lateral Consuliation to Determine a Sharing Arrangemeant for the Allowable Catch for South Allantic
Albacore Catch (April 23-24, 1998 - Cape Town, South Africa).

Meeting of the [CCAT Workshop on Tropical Tura Abundance Indices (May 11-15, 1998 - Miami, Florida,
TUSA).

Working Group on the Precautionary Approach (May 13-14, 1998 - Miami, Florida, USA).
Informal Preparatory Meeting of the GFCM/ICCAT Joint Working Groap (July 10, 1998 - Rome, laly).

Fourth GFCMYECCAT Ad Hoe Joint Wodﬁng Group on Stocks of Large Pel zigic Fishesin the Mé&itcrrancan Seq
(September 7-12, 1998 - Genoa, Lialy).

ICCAT‘ SCRS Biuefin Tuna Stock Assessment Sassion (September 14-23, 1998 - G‘enué, Italy).

6. Mectings st which ICCAT was represented

ICES Study Group on the Workshop on the Precautionary Approach to Fisherics Management (February 3-6.
1928 - Copcnhagen, Denmark). Dr, I. Powers, SCRS Chairman, represented ICCAT.

Fourth Annval Meeting of the Commissicn.for the Conservation of Southern Bluefin Tnoa {CCSBT) (February
15-22, 1994 - Canberra, Australia), ICCAT was represented by Mr, J, Morishitn (Japan).

CWP Inter-Agency Meating (February 25-27, 1998 - Rome, ftaly). ICCAT was represented by Dr. P. M, Miyake,
Assistant Execudve Secrelary,

GFCM Consultation on Fisherics Economics and Statistics (March 2-5, 1998 - Rome, Tialy). ICCAT was
repregsented by Dr. P, M, Miyake.

Technical Working Gmup on Reduction of Incidental Catch of Seabirds in Longline Fisheries ('March 25-27,
1998 - Tekyo, Japan). Dr, Y. Uozumi {Japan) represented ICCAT,

Techaical Working Group on Fishing Capacity (April 15-18, 1998 - La Jolla, Califernia, USA).

FAQ Technical Working Group on Sharks (April 17-21, 1998 - Tokya, Japanj), Dr. P. M, Miyake represented
ICCAT.

Scientific Meeﬁng on Bluefin Tuna and Swordfsh Fishing in the Western Mediterranean (May 4-6, 1998 -
Tunis, Tunisia), organized by COPEMED (Cooperation in Western Mediterranean Fisheries). Mr, P. Kebe,
ICCAT Systems Analyst, attended this meeting from the Secretarial.

Expert Consultatian and Rﬂgionai Meeting on Guidelines for the Routine Collection of Caplure Fishery Data
(Mny 9-29, 1998 - Bangkok, Thailand).

14% Mecting of the CITES Animals Comunitice (May 23-29, 1998 - Caracas, Venezuela) Dr. H. Matsunaga
{Japau) represented ICCAT at this meeting,
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Warkshop on Precanticnary Limit Reference Points for Highly Migratory Fish Siocks in the Western and Central
Pacific Ocean, organized by the Secretariat of the Pacific Community (May 28-29, 1998 - Honelule, Hawaii,
USA). Dr. I. Powets represented ICCAT.

51" Meeting of the [nter-American Trapical Tuna Comtmissien (TATTC) (June 10-12,1998 - La Jolia, California,
USA). Mz, I, Ariz (EC-Spain} represanted ICCAT.

23™ Sessian of GFCM (July 7-10, 1998 - Rome Italy), Dr, P, M. Miyake represented the Comumission.

Preparatory Meeting for Consultation on Plans of Action on Management of Fishing Capacity, Sharks and
Seabirds (July 22-24, 1998 - Rome, Ttaly). ICCAT was represented by Dr, F, M, Miyake,

World Trade Organizalion {WTQ) Conunitlee cn Trade and Environment (July 23-234, 1998 - Geneva,
Switzerland). Dr. A. Ribeiro Lim, Executive Secretary, represented TCCAT at this meeting,

Meeting on the Role of ACP Operators in the Tuna Indusiry (July 20-23, 1998 - Lisbon, Pdnugal}. Dir, Ribeirg
Lima attended this meeling.

Indian Ocean Tuna Commission (IOTC) Expert Consultabon on Tunas {July 20-25, 1998 - Mahe, Seychelles)
Dr. P. Pallares Scubrier (EC-Spain) represented ICCAT.,

FAQO Consultation on Management of Fishing Capacity in the Shark Fishery and on By-catches of sea birds in
all Fisheries {july 22-24, Rome, [taly). Dr. P. M. Miyake represented ICCAT.

62 Meeting of the Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission (October 15-16, 1998 - La Jolla, California,
USA), Mr. B, Hallman (USA) atended in rcprescutation of TOCAT.

FAQ Cansultation on the Code of Canduct (Ociober 25-3 1, 1598 - Rome, Haly). Dr. P. M. Miyake reprascnted
ICCAT. '

7" Expert Consultation on Tunas in the Indian Ocean-Indian Qcean tuna Commissian (November 5-14, 1998 -
Mahe, Seychelles). ICCAT was represented by Dy, P. Pallares Soubrier (EC-Spain).

Third Session of the Indian Ocean Commission (December 7-8, 1998 - Mahe, Seychelles), Mr, L, [bafiez Rubic
(EC-Spain) represenied ICCAT.

7, Coordination of research and statistics

The Répurl on Statistics and Coordination of Research, included in this velume, summarizes 1998 activities relative
1o the coordination of research aud statistical works on funa and una-like species in the Conventian area,

8. Tagging lottery

The annuat Jottery for participants in the ICCAT International Cooperative Tagging Program for Tuna and Tuna-like
Species was held on Oclober 19, 1998, at the time of the SCRS meeting, where three US§ 500 prizes were awarded,
corresponding to thece catcgorics, as follows: '

Tropical tunas (636 taps entarad in the loftery), Winnar: Tag# EM4072, placed on a bipcye tuna by Scnepgal on
December 3, 1997, and recovered by France on December 10, 1997,

Temperaic tunas (227 tags): Winner: Tag# BF122417, placed on a bluefin tuna by the United States on February
23, 1996, and recovered by the United States on July 27, 1997,

Billfishes (213 tags): Winner; Tag# BF116974, ptacad on a blue marlin by the United States on May 3, 1997,
and recovered by Venczucla on October 18, 1997,
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9. Relationd with other coundries, organizations, and entities

Document COM/98/18 provides details on the Secretariat's activities in this area, of which the following are
noteworthy:

On Jannary 15, 1998, the Republic of Panama transmitled Lo the Secreiariat a list of 368 vessels which for which
fhishing licenses had been canceled duc to non-tomplignee with the provisions of its "Pateate de Navegacion® in matters
of fishing.

Qn January 13, 1998, letters signed by the Commission Chairman were sent {o:

-~ Belize and Honduras, telative lo their lack of compliance yith ICCAT conservation measures,

—  Panama, Honduras and Belize, concerving swordfish.

—  Trinidad & Tobago, reparding the ICCAT Action Plan for Swvordfish,

~  Chinese Taipei, cencerning the JCCAT Recommendations on Swordfish '

..  Barbados, Chile, Costa Rica and Equador, relative 1o actions aimed at reducing the lack of compliance with
ICCAT Recommendations on swordfish.

== CARICOM, conceming joint actions and the collection of data

In 1998, the Governments of the Bahamas, the Islamic Republic of Mauritania and the Republic of Trinidad and-
Tobago sent letters indicating their interest in becaming Contracting Parties ta ICCAT.

10. Publicationy
From January (@ Deccm'ﬁer, 1998, the Secretariaq published and distributed the following publicaticns:

~=  Statistical Bulletin, Vol. 27

--  Data Record, Vol. 39

- Collective Volumme of Scientific Papers, Vol, XLV (enhanced edition)

~  Collective Volume of Scientific Papers, Vol, XLVIII {(Nos, 1, 2 and 3)

-~ Report for Biennial Period, 1996-97, Part 11 (Vols. 1 and 2) - English, French and Spanish versions

The Report of the ICCAT Tuna Symposium {Azores, 1996) will he ready for disiribution in early 1999.

11. Sccretariat seaff

As af December, 1998, the Secretariat was comprised of the following: Executive Secretary (D-1), Assistant Executive
Secretary (P-5), Syslems Analyst (P-2), 5 multi-lingual secretaries {three in G5-7, ane in G5-6, one in G5-4), a moulti-
lingual statistical secretary {GS-4), four clerical staff (one in GS-2, three in GS-1), and one local contract in.

In accordance with Article 33 of the current "ICCAT Staff Regulations and Rules”, and 1aking into accounl the
inierests of the Commission and in virtue of the authority which said Article grants to the Executive Secretary, Iic decided
to extend ihe age limit for retitement in the case of Dr. Pater Mzkoio Miyake, the Assistant Executive Secretary,

In the same way, and in virtue of the same suthority, he also extends this limit in the case of Mrs. Maria Ana
Fernandez de Bobadilla, a multi-lingual sceretary.
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1998 FINANCIAL REPORT
COM/98/7 Revised”

1. AUDITOR'S REPORT - FISCAL YEAR 1997

In May, 1998, the Executive Secretary sent a copy of the Auditor's Report to the governments of all the Contracting
Parties. The General Balance at the close of Fiscal Year 1997 (see attached Statement 1), showed a balance in Cash and
Bank of 47,116,664 Pesetas, corresponding to the available in the Working Capital Fund (44,191,447 Pesetas), to advances
on future contributions accumulated to the close of Fiscal Year 1997 (25,217 Pesetas), and to the available in funds for other
programs (2,900,000 Pesetas).

The accumulated pending contributions at the close of Fiscal Year 1997 (corresponding to 1997 and to previous years)
amounted to 170,215,650 Pesetas.

2. FINANCIAL STATUS OF THE 1ST HALF OF THE BIENNIAL BUDGET - FISCAL YEAR 1998

All the financial operations of the Commission corresponding to Fiscal Year 1998 were maintained in Pesetas. The
accounting entries which originate in U.S. dollars are also registered in Pesetas, applying the official monthly exchange rates
facilitated by the United Nations.

The 1998 Regular Budget (175,797,000 Pesetas) was approved by the Commission at its 15th Regular Meeting
(Madrid, November, 1997). The General Balance (attached as Statement 2) reflects the Assets and Liabilities at the close
of Fiscal Year 1998, which is shown in detail in Tables 1 t0 6 .

Table 1 shows the status of the contributions of each Contracting Party to the close of Fiscal Year 1998.

Of the total budget approved, income received towards 1998 contributions amounted to 150,413,590 Pesetas at the
close of the fiscal year. Only thirteen (13) of the 22 Contracting Parties included in this Budget have paid their total
contributions: Brazil, Canada, China, Céte d'lvoire, Croatia, European Community, Japan, Korea (Republic), Libya,
Morocco, Russia, South Africa, and the United States. Venezuela paid part of its 1998 contribution (6,925,966 Pesetas).
Advances totaling 2,482,358 Pesetas were received from Libya (2,365,387 Pesetas) and China (116,971 Pesetas) and will
be applied towards payment of their future contributions.

The contributions to the 1998 Regular Budget pending payment from the Contracting Parties at the close of Fiscal
Year 1998 amounted to 25,383,410 Pesetas.

The total accumulated debt from budgetary and extra-budgetary contributions, at the close of the fiscal year, amounted
to 176,581,853 Pesetas, which includes, among others, extra-budgetary contributions due from newly-incorporated
Contracting Parties: France (St. Pierre & Miquelon), Panama, Tunisia, and UK (Overseas Territories), and the debts
pending from Benin, Cuba, and Senegal, which are no longer Contracting Parties to ICCAT.

Table 2 shows the budgetary liquidation of expenses to the close of Fiscal Year 1998, broken down by budget
chapters.

Following herewith are some general comments by chapters:
Chapter 1 - Salaries: The salaries and remuneration for 11 members of the ICCAT Secretariat staff were charged
to this chapter. The total expenditures for Chapter 1 include the updating of the remuneration schemes to those currently

in effect for staff classified in the United Nations categories, including step (tenure) raises.

Chapter 2 - Travel: The expenses charged to this Budget chapter correspond to travel and per diem for the Secretariat
participation in the following inter-sessional meetings:

* The Financial Report presented at the 1998 Commission Meeting was revised and updated to the end of Fiscal Year 1998.
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-- ICCAT/FAO Meeting (May 25, Rome, Italy)

-- ICCAT/European Community Meeting (June 25, Brussels, Belgium)

--  WTO Committee on Trade and Environment (July 23-24, Geneva, Switzerland)

--  FAO Consultation on Plans of Actions on Management of Fishing Capacity, Sharks and Seabirds (July 22-24,
Rome, Italy)

--  Meeting on the Role of ACP Operators in the Tuna Industry (July 20-23, Lisbon, Portugal)

Chapter 3 - Commission Meeting: The Xunta de Galicia contributed 4,966,710 Pesetas towards the difference in
expenditures involved in holding the annual Commission meeting in Santiago de Compostela. The expenses charged to this
chapter slightly surpassed the amount budgeted due to unforeseen expenses in translation work.

Chapter 4 - Publications: The costs for the Commission publications listed in the Administrative Report (included
in this volume) were charged to this budget chapter.

Chapter 5 - Office Equipment: Expenses charged to this chapter to the close of the fiscal year include the monthly
rental for a sorter (leased with an option to buy), as well as the purchase of some office furniture for the Secretariat.

Chapter 6 - Operating Expenses: This chapter reflects expenses incurred in the operation of the Secretariat, to the
close of Fiscal Year 1998. The increase in expenditures is due to the increase in postal rates, and phone/fax expenses.

Chapter 7 - Miscellaneous: This chapter includes various expenses of a minor nature, such as the use of taxis for
official business, minor repairs at the Secretariat, etc.

Chapter 8 - Coordination of Statistics and Research

a) Salaries: Salaries and remuneration for three Secretariat staff members are charged to this sub-chapter. The
observations made under Chapter 1 as regards the salary schemes currently in force in 1998 for U.N. classified staff also
apply to this sub-chapter. This sub-chapter also includes the salary and Spanish Social Security expenses of one staff
member who chose to continue in this special regime.

b) Travel to improve statistics and research: Trip expenses and per diem for the Secretariat's participation in the
following meetings were charged to this sub-chapter:

--  ICCAT Meeting for the Development of Standardized Methods for Estimating Swordfish Catch at Age by Sex
(January 21-27, Hamilton, Bermuda)

--  CWP Inter-Agency Meeting (February 25-27, Rome, Italy)

--  GFCM Consultation on Fisheries Economics and Statistics (March 2-5, Rome, Italy)

-- FAO Technical Working Group on Sharks (April 23-27, Tokyo, Japan)

--  Meeting of the ICCAT Working Group on Tropical Tuna Abundance Indices (May 11-15, Miami, Florida, USA)

--  23rd Session of GFCM (July 7-10, Rome, Italy)

--  Fourth Meeting of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Stocks of Large Pelagic Fishes in the Mediterranean Sea
(September 7-12, Genoa, ltaly)

--  ICCAT Bluefin Tuna Stock Assessment Session (September 14-23, Genoa, Italy)

c) Statistics/Biology: The following expenses were charged to this sub-chapter: e-mail, purchase of software for the
Secretariat (Paintshop, Visual Fortran, Wordperfect 8.0, Windows 95 course, antivirus, etc.) , per diem for four Secretariat
staff members to participate in the GFCM/ICCAT Joint Working Group Meeting and the Bluefin Tuna Stock Assessment
Session in Genoa, as well as Secretariat participation in the FAO Consultation on the Code of Conduct held in Rome.

d) Computer-related items: The following computer equipment purchases were charged to this sub-chapter to the
end of Fiscal Year 1998: 2 scanners, 1 portable color printer, 1 portable PC, 6 desktop PCs, 4 laser printers, 2 color
monitors, 2 modems, 1 communications card and 2 memory extensions.

e) Scientific meetings (including the SCRS): Expenditures for the SCRS Plenary Sessions and the Species Groups,
charged to this sub-chapter, remained within the amount budgeted.

f) Bluefin Year Program (BYP): Th Contracting Parties allocated 2,000,000 Pesetas as an ICCAT budgetary
contribution to this Program. The breakdown of program income and expenditures is provided in the table in Section 4 of
this Report.

g) Bigeye Year Program (BETYP): The Contracting Parties allocated 1,450,000 Pesetas as a budgetary contribution
to this Program. The breakdown of program income and expenditures in provided in the table under Section 5 of this Report.
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h) Billfish Research Program: The Contracting Parties allocated 1,450,000 Pesetas as a budgetary contribution to this
Program The breakdown of program income and expenses is shown in the table under Section 6 of this Report.

h) Miscellaneous: The purchase of some office material and extraordinary translation work were charged to this sub-
chapter.

Chapter 9 - Contingencies: Expenses incurred in this chapter to the end of the fiscal year correspond to part of the
payment of Secretariat staff retroactive salaries.

Table 3 shows budgetary and extra-budgetary income received by the Commission in Fiscal Year 1998. Budgetary
income totaled 150,413,590 Pesetas, from Contracting Party contributions paid in 1998 towards the 1998 budget,
contributions corresponding to past budgets from Angola (5,285,690 Pesetas), Venezuela (8,560,341 Pesetas), Ghana
(3,631,820 Pesetas), Cote d’lvoire (478,311 Pesetas), Uruguay (1,942,105 Pesetas), and Libya (3,240,030 Pesetas), and
other income (extra-budgetary) received in 1998. This extra-budgetary income includes contributions from Libya
(adherence in 1996), Italy (adherence prior to the entry of the EC), UK (adherence for its Overseas Territories, after the
entry of the EC)), observer fees (from Namibia, Mexico and CARICOM), a voluntary contribution from Chinese Taipei,
bank interest, the refund of Value Added Tax, and reimbursement for publications.

Table 4 shows the composition and balance of the Working Capital Fund to the close of Fiscal Year 1998. The Fund
shows a positive accounting balance of 51,344,483 Pesetas, which represents 29.2% of the 1998 Budget.

Table 5 shows cash flow during Fiscal Year 1998, as regards income received and expenses incurred.

Table 6 shows the status of Cash and Bank to the close of Fiscal Year 1998, with a balance of 65,450,186 Pesetas,
which corresponds to the total available in the Working Capital Fund, as well as that available in funds for other programs
and advances on future contributions.

3. ICCAT TUNA SYMPOSIUM

The ICCAT Tuna Symposium, which was held in the Azores in 1996, was financed by the Commission of the
European Communities (FAIR PROGRAM) and the Autonomous Government of Azores.

The activity of this trust fund during Fiscal Year 1998, for which the accounting is kept separate from that of the
Commission, and under the responsibility of Dr. P. M. Miyake, the Symposium Secretary, was as follows:

SYMPOSIUM FUNDS (in Pesetas)

Balance at start of Fiscal Year 1998 4,150,433
DEPOSITS:

Voluntary contribution from Chinese Taipei (US$ 5,000) 770,590

Financing by EC (ECUs 8,400) 1,414,711

From ICCAT to compensate expenses 1,000

Bank interest (checking and time deposit accounts) 86,222

Total deposits 2,272,523
EXPENDITURES:

Symposium expenses 188,885

Bank charges 19,669

Total expenditures -208,554
BALANCE AT CLOSE OF FY 1998 6,214,402

4. BLUEFIN YEAR PROGRAM (BYP) (in Pesetas)

DEPOSITS:
Carry-over of funds budgeted in
Fiscal Year 1997 and not used 1,225,464
Allocation by ICCAT in Fiscal Year 1998 2,000,000
Voluntary contribution from Chinese Taipei 725,000
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Total deposits 3,950,464
EXPENDITURES:
Program expenses (including bank charges) 367,815
Total expenditures -367,815
BALANCE AT CLOSE OF FY 1998 3,582,649
5. BIGEYE YEAR PROGRAM (BETYP) (in Pesetas)
DEPOSITS:
Allocation by ICCAT 1,450,000
Voluntary contribution from EC 2,900,000
Voluntary contribution from Japan 2,900,000
Voluntary contribution from the United States 725,000
Voluntary contribution from Chinese Taipei 725,000
Total deposits 8,700,000
EXPENDITURES:
Program expenses (including bank charges) 2,490,566
Total expenditures -2,490,566
BALANCE AT CLOSE OF FY 1998 6,209,434
6. ENHANCED BILLFISH RESEARCH PROGRAM (in Pesetas)
Balance at start of Fiscal Year 1998 (US$ 11,032.87) 1,643,898
DEPOSITS:
Allocation by ICCAT 1,450,000
Voluntary contribution from Chinese Taipei 725,000
Voluntary contribution from The Billfish
Foundation ($25,000) 3,800,000
Positive difference in currency exchange 64,109
Total deposits 6,039,109
EXPENDITURES:
Program expenses 5,820,491
Bank charges 31,254
Total expenditures - 5,851,745
BALANCE AT CLOSE OF FY 1998 1,831,262
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STATEMENT 1. GENERAL BALANCE (at the close of Fiscal Year 1997) (Pesetas)

ASSETS LIABILITIES
Available: Pis. Pis,
Acquired holdings (net) 8,082,776
-~ Banco Exterior de Espana:
Acet, G30-17672.60-A (Pts.) 1,539,749 Guaranty deposit 61,564
Acct. 030-17329.75-F (Conv. Pts.) 5,560,933
Acct. 030-31279.43-E (USS) $217,028.37 32,337,227 Available in the Working Capital Fund 44,191,447
— Barclays
Acct. 21001466 (Pts.) 5,223,004 Available in Billfish Trust Fund 1,643,898
Acct. 41002088 (USS) $16,135.83 2,404,835
Time Deposit (USS) $0.00 0 Available in Symposium Trust Fund 4,150,433
Cash on hand (Pis.) 50,916
- Available in funds for other programs 2,900,000
Total Available (Pts.) $233,168.20 47,116,664
(Exchange rate: 1USE = 149 Pts.) Advances on future contributions 25,217
Available in Billfish Trust Fund: Accumulated pending contributions 170,215,650
Acct, 030-31555.90-B (USS) $11,032.87 1,643,898
Available in Symposinm Truost Fund:
Acct. 030-0126445 (Pts.) 4,150,433
Receivables:
Overdue contributions 170,215,650
Fixed Assets:
Acquired before 1997 19,201,445
Acquired during 1997 3,066,796
Retired during 1997 0
Total Fixed Assets, in use 22,268,241
Accumulated depreciation (14,185,465) _
Fixed Assets (net) 8,082,776
Guaranty deposit 61,564
TOTAL ASSETS 231,270,985 TOTAL LIABILITIES 231,270,985




STATEMENT 2. GENERAL BALANCE (at the close of Fiscal Year 1998) (Pesetas)

ASSETS LIABILITIES
Available: Pis. Pis.
Acquired holdings (net) 9,227,404
-- Banco Exterior de Espana:
Acct. 030-17672.60-A (P1s.) 2,002,922
Acct. 030-17329.75-F {Conv. P1s.) 20,563,219 Guaranty deposit 61,564
Acct. 030-31279.43-E (USE) © 890,684.46 13,149,247 '
-~ Barclays
Acct. 21001466 (Pts.) 5,339,210 Available in the Working Capital Fund 51,344,483
Acct. 41002088 (US$) $23,803.83 3,451,555
-- Luso Espanol
Acct, 91-50255223 (Conv. Pis.) 893,117 Available in Symposivm Trust Fund 6,214,402
Time deposit (Pis.) 20,000,000
Cash on hand (Pts.) 50,916 Available in funds for other programs
-- Bluefin Yecar Program (BYP) 3,582,649
Total Available (Pis.) 65,450,186 -- Bigeye Year Program (BETYP) 6,209,434
(Exchange rate: 1USS = 145 Pts.) - Billfish Research Program 1,831,262 11,623,345
Available in Symposium Truost Fund:
Acct. 030-0126445 (Pts.) 6,214,402 Advances on future contributions 2,482,358
Receivables:
Accnmulated pending contributions 176,581,853
Overdue contributions 176,581,853
Fixed Assets:
Acquired before 1998 22,268,241
Acquired during 1558 2,969,900
Retired during 1998 0
Total Fixed Assets, in use 25,238,141
Accumulated depreciation (16,010,737) ,
Fixed Assets (nct) 9,227,404
Guaranty deposit 61,564
257,535,409 TOTAL LIABILITIES 257,535,409

TOTAL ASSETS



TABLE 1. STATUS OF CONTRACTING PARTY CONTRIBUTIONS (Pesetas) (to the close of Fiscal Year 1998)

Past due af 1998 Confributions paid Contributions paid Balance due
startof Contracting Party in 1998 or a pplied in 1998 towards at the close of
Contracting Party Fiscal Year 1998 contributions fo the 1998 Budge: other budgets Fiscal Year 1998
A) Regular Commission Budget:
Angala 5,515,897 2,630,098 ) 0 5,285,690 2,860,305
Brasil ] 8,030,651 8,030,651 0 0
Canada 0 3,817,296 3,817,296 0 0
Cap Vert 18,768,821 2,370,351 ] 0 21,139,172
China (People’s Rep.) 1/ ] 2,691,950 2,691,950 0 0
Cote d’Ivoire 478,311 1,972,102 1,972,102 478,311 0
Croatia 0 1,770,870 1,770,870 0 0
European Community 0 80,436,514 80,426,514 0 0
Gabon 5,975,250 1,762,780 0 0 7,738,036
Ghana 73,442,231 12,135,639 ] 3,631,820 81,946,050
Guinea Bcuatorial 7,744,932 866,643 0 0 8,611,575
Guinea (Rep. of) 5,138,672 920,238 0 0 6,058,910
Japan 0 13,110,717 13,110,717 0 0
Korea 0 4,528,718 4,528,718 0 0
Libya 2/ 3,240,030 3,266,488 3,266,488 3,240,030 0
Maroc 0 3,708,220 3,708,220 0 0
Russia 0 2,528,100 2,528,100 0 0
Sao Tome & Principe 5,548,879 1,752,837 0 0 7,301,716
South Africa 0 3,270,702 3,270,702 0 0
United States ¢ 14,365,296 14,365,296 0 0
Uruguay 3,824,530 1,811,150 0 1,942,105 3,693,575
Venezuela 8,560,341 8,059,640 6,925,966 8,560,341 1,133,674
Sub-total (A) 138,237.900 175,797,000 150,413,590 23,138,297 140,483,013
B) New Contracting Parties:
Ttaly (1997) 2,618,461 0 0 2,618,461 0
Libya (1996) 2,334,940 0 0 2,334,940 0
Tunisia (1997) 3/ 0 2,650,278 0 0 2,650,278
UK-Overseas Terr. (1998) 4/ 0 2,571,223 2,566,152 0 5,071
France-St.Pierre & Miquelon (1998) 5/ 0 1,695,872 0 0 1,695,872
Panama (1998) 6/ 6 4,723,270 0 0 4,723,210
Sub-total (B) 4933401 11,640,643 2,566,152 4933401 9074491
C} Withdrawals of Contracting Parties:
Benin (EIf: 31-Dec-94) 8,403,961 0 0 0 8,403,961
Cuba (Eff: 31-Dec-81) 11,034,300 0 0 0 11,034,300
Senegal {Eff: 31-Dec-88) 7,586,088 0 0 0 7,586,088
Sub-total (C) . 27,024,349 ¢ [/ /] 27,024,349
TOTAL (A+B+C): 170,215,650 187,437,643 152,979,742 28,091,698 176,581,853

1/ Anadvance [rom the People’s Republic of China (116,971 Pts) received in 1998 will be applied lowards the payment of future contributions,

3 Anadvance from Libya (2,365,387 I'ts) received in 1998 will be applied towards the payment of [uture contributions.

3f  Extra-budgetary contribution due from Tunisia (2,650,278 Pts) as a new member of the Commission during the 2nd half of 1997.

4/ Extra-budgetary contribution due from the UK-Overseas Territories (2,571,223 Pis), for maintaining membership after adherence of EC to ICCAT.

5 Extra-budgetary contribution due from the France-St. Pierre & Miguelon (1,695,872 Pis), for maintaining membership alter adherence of EC 1o ICCAT.
6f  Extra-budpetary contribution lrom Panama (4,723,270 Pts) as a new member of the Commission during the 2a4 half of 1998,



TABLE 2. LIQUIDATION OF BUDGETARY & EXTRA-BUDGETARY EXPENDITURIES (Pesetas) (to the close of Fiscal Year 1998)

Expenditures
. 1998 io the close of
Cha pters Budget Fiscal Year 1998
1. Budget & budgetary expenditures:
Chapter 1.~ Salaries - : 89,673,000 ' 809,788,947
Chapter 2. - Travel 5,000,000 4,797,964
Chapter 3. = Commission Meelings (annual & inter-sessional) 10,521,000 10,893,623 v
Chapter4.  Publications 4,500,000 4,488,766
Chapier 5. - . Office Equipment ' 1,000,000 863,936
Chapter 6.  Operating Expenses : 11,600,000 13,076,479
Chapter 7. Miscella_neous 1,000,000 941,783
Sub-total Cha pters 1-7 123,294,000 124,851,498
Chapter 8.  Statistics and Research:
8A Salaries 20,903,000 20,828,103
8B Travel to improve statistics 5,500,000 5,211,780
8C Statistics/Biology 6,000,000 4,770,077
8D Compuler-related items : 4,000,000 3,924,161
8E Scientific meetings (including SCRS) 9,200,000 ' 9,200,600
8F Bluefin Year Program (BYP) o 2,000,000 2,000,000 2/
3G Bigeye Year Program (BETYP) 1,450,000 1,450,000 2/
8H Billfish Research Program 1,450,000 1,450,000 2/
81 Miscellancous 1,000,000 1,000,000
Sub-total C!_m pter § 51,503,000 ' 49,834,121
Chapter 9.- . Contingencies - 1,000,000 1,000,000
TOTAL BUDGETARY EXPENDITURES (Chapters L to 9) - 175,797,000 : 175,685,619
2. Other expenses: Extra-budgetary
Negative difference in exchange rate 961,508
TOTAL EXPENSES INCURRED IN 1998 176,647,127

1/ The Xunia de G_nlici:i {Council of Galicia) paid 4,966,710 Pts. towards the difference in 1998 Commission Meeting espenses.
2/ ICCAT contributions (o these Programs.



TABLE 3, BUDGETARY & EXTRA-BUDGETARY INCOME RECEIVED (Pesetas) (to the close of Fiscal Year 1998)

1.1 Contributions received or applied in 1998 to the 1998 Budget:

United States - _ (13 Jan 1998) 14,365,296

Venezuela {12 Feb 1998) 6,925,966

Japan {16 Feb 1998) 13,110,717

European Community {02 Mar 1998) 80,426,514

Canada {09 Mar 1993) 3,817,296

Croatia ' {12 Mar 1998) 1,770,870

South Africa {27 Mar 1998) 3,270,702

Cote d’Tvoire ' - (21 Apr 1998) _ 1,972,102

China {06 Jul 1998) 2,691,950

Brazil {20 Jul 1998) 8,030,651

Morocco (24 Jul 1998) 3,708,220

Korea (13 Aug 1998) 4,528,718

Russia (27 Aug 1998) 2,528,100 :

Libya (28 Oct 1998) 3,266,488 150,413,590
1.2 Contribntions received in 1998 towards previous budgets:

Angola : (19 Jan 1998) 5,285,690

Venezuoela (12 Feb 1998) 8,560,341

Ghana - (24 Feb,28 Aug,18 Nov 1998) 3,631,820

Cote d’Ivoire {21 Apr 1998) 478,311

Uruguay (15 Jun 1998) 1,942,105

Libya ' (28 Oct 1558) 3,240,030 23,138,297
1.3 Extra-budgetary contributions from new Contracting Parties received in 1998:

Libya (28 Oct 1998) 2,334,940

THaly (21 Dec 1998) ' 2,618,461

UK (Overseas Terriiories) (21 Dec 1998) 2,566,152 7,519,353
1.4 Other extra-budgetary income:

Observer fees at OCCAT Mecting (Mexico, Namibia, CARICOM) 1,424,000

Voluntary contribution from Chinese Taipei 725,000

Bank interest ’ 960,276

Refund from VAT : 751,845

Reimbursemen! for publications 93,066 3,954,187

TOTAL INCOME RECEIVED IN 1998 185,025,627



TABLE 4, COMPOSITION & BALANCE IN THE WORKING CAPITAL FUND (Pesetas) (to the close of Fiscal Year 1998)

Available in the Working Capital Fund (at start of Fiscal Year 1998)
a) Liquidation of hudgetary income und expenses of Fiscal Year 1998
De posits:

-- Contributions paid in 1998 and/or advanced for application to the 1998 Budget

Deductions:
-- Budgetary expenses (Chapters I to 9) of Fiscal Year 1998
b} Other income and expenses ne incleded in the Budget of Fiscal Year 1998
De posits:
— Contributions paid in 1998 towards previous budgets
-- Extra-budgetary contributions from new Contracting Parties
-- Other exira-budgetary income
.Deductians:
-- Extra-budgetary expenses
-- Charge in 1998 1o the Working Capital Fund of expenses budgeted and not used in
“Fiscal Year 1997, which will be applied 1o the Bluefin Year Program (BYP) as agreed

by the Commission

BALANCE AVAILABLE (at the close of Fiscal Year 1998)

150,413,590

(175,685,619)

23,138,297
7,519,553
3,954,187

(961,508)

(1,225,464)

44,191,447

(25,272,029)

32,425,063

51,344,483




TABLE 5, CASH FLOW (Pesetas) (during Fiscal Year 1998)

INCOME & ORIGIN " EXPENSES & APPLICATION
Balance in Cash and Bank {at the start of Fiscal Year 1998) 47,116,664  Awvailable in Program funds at the close of Fiscal
Year 1997 and applied to Fiscal Year 1998 2,800,000
Income:
Contributions paid in 1998 and/or advanced for Advances on contributions at the close of Fiscal
application to the 1998 Budget 150,413,590 Year 1997 and applied to Fiscal Year 1998 25,217
Charge in 1998 to the Working Capital Fund of
Contributions pending from previous budgets expenditures budgeted and not used in Fiscal
and paid in 1998 23,138,297 Year 1997, which will be applied to the Bluefin
Year Program (BYP) as agreed by the Commission 1,225,464
) Extra-budgetary contributions from new Contracting Extra-budgetry expenses (Chapters 110 9) of FY 1998 175,685,619
Partics and received in 1998 7,519,553
Other extra-budgetary expenses incurred in FY 1998 961,508
Other extra-budgetary income received in 1998 3,954,187 Available at the close of Fiseal Year 1998
: — In the Working Capital Fund 51,344,483
-- Advances received pending application to
Advances on future contributions received in 1998 2,482 358 187,507,985 future conributions at the close of FY 1998
(China and Libya) 2,482,358
Balance (at close of Fiscal Year 1998) for the Proprams: Available for Programs:
-- Bluefin Year Program (BYP) 3,582,649 — Bluefin Year Program (BYF) 3,582,649
-- Bigeye Year Program (BETYF) 6,209,434 -- Bigeye Year Program (BETYP) 6,209,434
-- Billfish Research Program : 1,831,262 11,623,345  -- Billfish Research Program 1,831,262 65,450,186

TOTAL INCOME & ORIGIN 246,247,994 TOTAL EXPENSES & APPLICATION 246,247,994




TABLE 6. STATUS OF CASH & BANK (Pesetas) (at the close of Fiscal Year 1998)

SUMMARY

BREAKDOWN

Balance in Cash and Bank

TOTAL CASH IN CASH & BANK

65,450,186

65,450,186

Available in the Working Capital Fund
Total advances receivcd

Avéilable in Funds for Programs:

-- Bl-uefin Year Program (BYP)

-- Bigeye Year Program (BETYP)
-- Billfish Research Program

TOTAL AVAILABLE & AT'VANCES

3,582,649
6,209,434
1,831,262

31,344,483

2,482,358

11,623,345

65,450,186




ICCAT REPORT, 1998-99 (1)

REPORT ON STATISTICS
AND COORDINATION OF RESEARCH IN 1998
(COM-SCRS/98/9)"

1. INTRODUCTION

Three major ICCAT inter-sessional meetings were held in 1998. This year has seen an extraordinarily increased
number of requests for revisions to historical data. These requests had to be thoroughly studied, and once accepted by the
SCRS, all the data bases, including the catch-at-size bases, had to be updated.

2. DATA COLLECTION
2.1 Data submission to the Secretariat

A table showing the progress made by the Secretariat in the collection of 1997 Task I, Task Il and biological data
submitted by the national offices, was presented at the meeting. As in previous years, few data were submitted by the
deadlines, and a considerable amount of data were received only a few days before the SCRS species groups.

In the past, many Task | updates were brought to the SCRS meeting by the participants. As the Secretariat cannot
update catch at size until the new data are submitted and processed, these last minute submissions delayed our work and
accordingly, the basic data could not be made available to scientists working on stock assessments until late in the session.
In 1998, stock assessments were scheduled for north and south albacore and yellowfin, and, in addition, catch-at-size was
requested by the bigeye and swordfish species groups for their studies on the effectiveness of the minimum size regulations.

Following discussions with various SCRS officers, the Secretariat established a new and final deadline for data
submission for yellowfin, bigeye and albacore, after which date no submissions would be accepted. That deadline was the
last day in which the Secretariat could realistically complete the preparatory work for the SCRS Species groups. As a result,
the catch-at-size tables were delivered to albacore scientists for aging by MULTIFAN, one week before the meeting started
and to the tropical group on the first day of their meeting.

2.2 Modification of historical data

As mentioned above, a considerable number of countries requested changes to their catch figures in the historical data
base. The SCRS established a policy in the past whereby any significant changes to historical data must be accompanied
by justification and documented evidence. The Secretariat, therefore, cannot make the decision to accept or reject such
changes. In some ways, this slows down the process of data compilation, as in theory the data base cannot be updated until
these data are reviewed by the SCRS. Such was the case for bluefin tuna data, for which the review and revision of data
took a substantial amount of time, which in turn resulted in considerable delay in the preparation of the catch-at-size base
for bluefin tuna.

For other species, the Secretariat created the catch at size on the assumption that most of these changes would be
accepted by the SCRS, as there would be insufficient time for the SCRS groups to complete their work if these data were
not entered until after the formal review.

The significant changes to data which had been proposed at the time of writing this report are as follows:

-- Italian Mediterranean bluefin data for 1991-1996. The data were reviewed and accepted at the Fourth Ad Hoc
GFCM/ICCAT Joint Working Group on Stocks of Large Pelagic Fishes in the Mediterranean Sea, which was held in Genoa,
Italy, in September, 1998.

-- Croatian bluefin data for 1991-1996. The proposal was made in 1997, at which time the SCRS requested further
documentation to justify the changes. The data were reviewed and accepted at the Fourth Ad Hoc GFCM/ICCAT Joint
Working Group on Stocks of Large Pelagic Fishes in the Mediterranean Sea.

-- Moroccan bluefin and swordfish data for 1991-1996. These changes were proposed during the above-mentioned
GFCM/ICCAT Joint Working Group. These changes were accepted, pending possible further review on the geographical
allocation of the swordfish catches.

* The Report presented at the 1998 Meeting was edited.
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-- Tunisian bluefin data for 1993-1996. These proposed changes were also accepted at the GFCM/ICCAT Joint
Working Group.

-- At the 1998 GFCM/ICCAT Joint Working Group, Greece proposed changes to their data, first for 1994, and later
for 1991-1996. These proposed changes were not accepted by the Group, which requested that Greece submit fully
documented justification for the changes.

-- South Africa submitted substantial changes in south albacore catches for 1993 to 1996. Catch at size was also
provided. These changes are pending review by the SCRS, but have been included in the catch-at-size table which the
Secretariat created for the 1998 SCRS.

-- France submitted substantial changes to tropical tuna catches for 1991 to 1996. Task Il catch and effort distributions
and catch at size were also provided. These changes are pending review by the SCRS, but have been included in the catch-
at-size table which the Secretariat created for the 1998 SCRS.

-- France also proposed changes to Mediterranean bluefin tuna catches for 1992, 1993, 1995 and 1996. Catch at size
were also revised accordingly. These changes were reviewed and accepted by the GFCM/ICCAT Joint Working Group.

-- Spain submitted substantial changes to tropical tuna Task Il (catch and effort) distributions and catch at size, but
not to Task I catch data. These changes are pending review by the SCRS, but the new data have been included in the catch-
at-size table which the Secretariat created for the 1998 SCRS.

-- France submitted substantial changes in tropical tuna catches of NEI (FIS-Spanish group but which fly other flags)
for 1991 to 1996. Task Il catch and effort distributions and catch at size were also provided. These change are pending
review by the SCRS, but they have been included in the catch-at-size table which the Secretariat created for the 1998 SCRS.

-- Ghanaian logbook records became available for 1991 through 1996 and as well as size data for 1991 through 1997,
for the Ghanaian baitboat fisheries.

3. OTHER SECRETARIAT ACTIVITIES

In addition to the routine work on statistics and research coordination, the following work was carried out by the
Secretariat during this period.

3.1 Creation of catch at size

-- Swordfish catch at size data by sex up to 1996 were prepared for the Swordfish Species Group Inter-Sessional
meeting on the Development of Standardized Methods for Estimating Swordfish Catch at age by Sex, which was held in
Bermuda, in January, 1998. Swordfish catch-at-size data up to 1997 was tentatively updated for the 1998 SCRS
(SCRS/98/7).

-- East and west bluefin catch-at-size data were prepared during the GFCM/ICCAT Joint Working Group and the
ICCAT SCRS Bluefin Tuna Stock Assessment Session in Genoa, in September, 1998. The base was updated to 1997,
incorporating all the changes which had been proposed and accepted. The Italian data were completely revised for 1991
through 1996 (SCRS/98/8).

-- North and south albacore catch-at-size data were updated to 1997 for the 1998 SCRS (SCRS/98/17).

-- Yellowfin catch-at-size data were updated to 1997 for the 1998 SCRS session. This work included a critical review
of the historical base and the incorporation of many proposed changes (SCRS/98/16).

-- Bigeye catch-at-size data were tentatively updated up to 1997 (SCRS/98/16).

3.2 Revision of historical data base for various countries
According to the decision taken by the SCRS in 1997, Dr. P. M. Miyake visited Croatia, at the invitation of the

Croatian Government, to review the proposed changes to Croatian bluefin tuna catch statistics. The Government scientists
and Dr. Miyake jointly undertook a comprehensive review of the data and presented their findings in document SCRS/98/45.
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Following the recommendation made by the SCRS in 1997, Mr. P. Kebe visited Ghana in 1998. The Government
scientists and Mr. Kebe reviewed the accumulated data at the laboratory and these were finally made available to the
Commission (SCRS/98/24).

At the request of the Greek Government, Dr. P. M. Miyake made a brief visit to Greece to review the Greek historical
bluefin data. Greek scientists and Dr. Miyake reviewed the data and a report was prepared by the Greek scientists
(SCRS/98/90).

3.3 Bluefin Year Program

The Secretariat informed all parties concerned that requests for funds allocated in accordance with the budget should
be made as soon as possible. At the time of writing only one such request has been received, from Dr. Oray of Turkey, and
funds have been advanced from the BYP budget.

3.4 Bigeye Year Program (BETYP)

See documents COM-SCRS/98/10 and SCRS/98/21.

3.5 Unreported catches of non-contracting parties

Further improvements have been observed in this area, mainly due to the ICCAT Bluefin Tuna Statistical Document
Program and efforts by the national scientists. Document SCRS/98/8 provides estimates of unreported catches. Furthermore,
it should be noted that the NEI catches have been substantially reduced due to the efforts made by national scientists,
particularly those of the Contracting Parties, in revising their data.

3.6 Improvement of computer facilities and software

The Secretariat purchased the following items recommended in 1997 and in previous years: 6 Desktop computers,
a portable computer, expanded memory for a portable computer, a modem, 2 Scanners, five laser printers, a portable inkjet
printer, a PCMCIA, seven licensed copies of Corel Suite (ver.8) for Windows95, two licensed copies of Microsoft Office
(ver. 6), six language modules, and a licensed translation program.
3.7 Bibliographic data base

The part of the ASFA data base relative to ICCAT publication has recently been provided by FAO. Efforts by the
FAO Fisheries Department in extracting this and making it available to the Secretariat are very much appreciated. The file
is currently being reformatted for ease of use.
4. MEETINGS

4.1 Inter-sessional meetings relative to SCRS activities in 1998 included:

-- Swordfish Species Group Inter-sessional Meeting on the Development of Standardized Methods for Estimating
Swordfish Catch-at-age by Sex (January 21-27,1998 - Hamilton, Bermuda)

This meeting was held at the invitation of the Bermuda Government. The Secretariat was represented by Messrs.
Miyake and Kebe. The report has been edited and translated by the Secretariat and was presented as document SCRS/98/18.
The work which the Group requested that the Secretariat carry out was completed and was presented in Document
SCRS/98/7.

— Preparatory Meeting for the ICCAT Bigeye Year Program (March 24-25, 1998 - Madrid, Spain)

A small group met at the Secretariat in March, 1998, and discussed activities to be funded by the “seed money”
provided by the Commission at its 1997 meeting, and developed a program plan for 1998. The group’s report was presented
as SCRS/98/10.

— ICCAT Workshop on Abundance Indices from Tropical Tuna Surface Fisheries (May 11-15, 1998 - Miami,
Florida, USA)
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The Workshop was held in Miami at the invitation of the Southeast Fisheries Science Center of NOAA. The
Secretariat was represented by Messrs. Miyake and Kebe. The report was edited and translated by the Secretariat and was
presented as document SCRS/98/19.

-- The Working Group on the Precautionary Approach (May 131-14, 1998 - Miami, Florida, USA)

The report of this group was presented as document SCRS/98/6.

-- Fourth Ad-Hoc GFCM/ICCAT Joint Working Group on Stocks of Large Pelagic Fishes in the Mediterranean Sea
(September 7-12, 1998 - Genoa, Italy)

This meeting was held in Genoa, Italy, at the invitation of Italian Government and was sponsored by the Aquarium
of Genoa. The Secretariat supported this meeting by sending four members of the Secretariat staff (P.M. Miyake, P. Kebe,
P. M. Seidita and J. Cheatle).

-- ICCAT SCRS Bluefin Tuna Stock Assessment Session (September 14-23, 1998 - Genoa, Italy)

This meeting was held immediately after the GFCM/ICCAT Joint Working Group. The bluefin tuna Detailed Report
was adopted (document SCRS/98/22) and the Executive Summary was drafted. These texts were sent to all participants by
e-mail.

4.2 FAO scientific meetings at which ICCAT was represented

In order to provide Plans of Action under the Code of Conduct, FAO organized a series of meetings in 1998. ICCAT
was been directly involved in this work as follows:

-- Technical Working Group on Reduction of Incidental Catch of Seabirds in Longline Fisheries (March 25-27,1998
- Tokyo, Japan)

Dr. Y. Uozumi (Japan) attended this meeting in representation of ICCAT. His report was submitted as document
SCRS/98/13.

-- Technical Working Group on Management of Fishing Capacity (April 14-18, 1998 - La Jolla, California, USA)

Dr. P. M. Miyake was invited to participate in this group and his report was presented as SCRS/98/14. Dr. Miyake’s
trip expenses were covered by FAO.

-- Technical Working Group on Sharks (April 17-21, 1998 - Tokyo, Japan)
Dr. P. M. Miyake participated in this meeting as ICCAT representative. His report was presented as SCRS/98/12.

While all these Technical Working Groups attempted to draft Plans of Action, they were only able to provide FAO
with various technical points to be included in the Plans.

-- Preparatory Meeting for Consultation on Plans of Action on Management of Fishing Capacity, Sharks and
Seabirds (July 22-24, 1998 - Rome, Italy)

Dr. P. M. Miyake attended the meeting in representation of ICCAT. The report was presented as document

SCRS/98/15. A Consultation was also held from October 26 to 30 at FAO headquarters in Rome, to finalize the draft Plans
of Action.
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-- Expert Consultation and Regional Meeting on Guidelines for the Routine Collection of Capture Fishery Data (May
9-29, 1998 - Bangkok, Thailand)

Dr. P. M. Miyake was invited as an expert, and all his trip expenses were covered by FAO. Dr. Miyake’s report was
presented as document SCRS/98/25.

— GFCM Consultation on Statistics and Economics; GFCM Commission Meeting (July and October, 1998,
respectively)

ICCAT was also represented by Dr. P. M. Miyake at the above two GFCM meetings in 1998, both held at the FAO
headquarters, Rome. Dr. Miyake’s report on these meetings was presented as document SCRS/98/11.

4.3 Other meetings in which ICCAT was represented

— World Trade Organization (WTO) Committee on Trade and Environment (July 23-24, 1998 - Geneva,
Switzerland)

The WTO requested that a representative of ICCAT participate in the Committee on Trade and Environment in
Geneva, Switzerland, to explain the recent trade measures taken by ICCAT. The Secretariat presented a report to the WTO
explaining the background to actions taken in relation to this matter. Dr. A. Lima represented the Commission at this
meeting and his report was presented as COM/98/21.

— COPEMED Scientific Meeting on Bluefin Tuna and Swordfish Fishing in the Western Mediterranean (May 4-6,
1998 - Tunis, Tunisia)

Mr. P. Kebe, at the request of COPEMED (Cooperation of Western Mediterranean Fisheries), represented ICCAT
at the meeting held in Tunisia on bluefin tuna and swordfish fisheries in the western Mediterranean. Mr. Kebe’s expenses
borne by COPEMED. His report was presented as document SCRS/98/23.

— Meetings on the Precautionary Approach

Dr. J. Powers, SCRS Chairman, represented ICCAT at three meetings related to the Precautionary Approach (ICES,
SPC and the FAO Steering Committee on Consultation on Precautionary Approach). His reports were presented as
documents SCRS/98/26, 27 and 20.

— 62" Meeting of the Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC) (La Jolla, California, USA - October 15-
16, 1998)

Mr. X. Ariz (EC-Spain) attended the IATTC annual meeting in representation of ICCAT. His report was presented
as SCRS/98/28.

— CITES Animals Committee (May 25-29, 1998 - Caracas, Venezuela)

Mr. H. Matsunaga (Japan) represented ICCAT at the CITES Animals Committee. His report was presented as
SCRS/98/29.
5. PUBLICATIONS

Details of the ICCAT scientific publications issued in 1998 can be found in the Administrative Report (COM/98/6)
included in this volume.

As had been reported, Dr. J. Beckett was contracted as Editor of the 1996 ICCAT Tuna Symposium Report. Almost
all the papers have been page set and were sent to the printer in July. However, there have been some problems, particularly
relating to the quality of original figures provided (or not provided) by some authors, and many of these have to be reset.
The expected date of publication is early 1999. The Editor presented an information report on the progress of the
publication.
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RECORDS OF MEETINGS

ELEVENTH SPECIAL MEETING OF THE COMMISSION
Santiago de Compostela, Spain - November 16 to 23, 1998

FIRST PLENARY SESSION

1. Opening of the meeting

1.1 The 11" Special Meeting of the International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas (ICCAT) was
held at the Palacio de Congresos y Exposiciones de Galicia, in Santiago de Compostela, Spain, from November 16 to 23,
1998. The meeting was chaired by Mr. Rafael Conde de Saro (EC).

1.2 The Chairman of the Commission, Mr. Conde, thanked the Xunta de Galicia (Council of Galicia) for its hospitality
and generosity in hosting the meeting, and welcomed Mr. Manuel Fraga Irribarne, the President of the Council of Galicia.
Mr. Fraga welcomed the participants to Galicia, a particularly suitable venue for the Commission meeting, since it is a
Spanish Province with a history of dependence on marine resources, and one of the most important fishing regions in
Europe.

1.3 Mr. Fraga referred to the concept of the Global Village which required increasing international cooperation in all
spheres relating to fishing activities, the FAO Code of Conduct for Responsible Fishing and the United Nations Agreement
on Straddling Fish Stocks and Highly Migratory Fish Stocks, and the Agreement to Promote Compliance with Conservation
and Management measures, as examples of such international cooperation.

1.4 He commended the Standing Committee on Research and Statistics for its work, from which it was evident that
new conservation measures were required. He added, however, that such measures would not be effective unless the
problem of non-compliance by non-contracting parties, particularly those whose flags were used for convenience, was
addressed.

1.5 Mr. Fraga made special mention of the Voluntary Protection Plan which had been put into effect by French and
Spanish purse seiners in the Gulf of Guinea, the benefits of which had been recognized by the SCRS, and encouraged others
to follow this example. Mr. Fraga concluded by wishing all the participants a pleasant stay in Santiago de Compostela, a
World Heritage city, and hoped that they would be able to enjoy the nature, art and culture of Galicia. Mr. Fraga's address
is attached as ANNEX 4.

1.6 Upon resuming the Plenary, the Commission Chairman underlined that there were many challenges facing the
Commission which needed to be addressed on an international level. He pointed out that while certain actions were
understandable and legitimate at a national level, effective and efficient management of highly migratory stocks required
partial sacrificing of national interests to international interests. He also stressed the need for reliable scientific and statistical
information as the basis for management measures, and deplored the need to effect substantive revisions of data, as this
implied a significant failure in monitoring compliance and, in general, a reduction in the credibility of the organization's
conservation and management measures.

2. Adoption of Agenda and arrangements

2.1 The Tentative Agenda was adopted without change, and is attached as ANNEX 1. The List of Commission
Documents is attached as ANNEX 3.
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3. Introduction of Contracting Party Delegates

3.1 The following Contracting Parties were present at the 11™ Special Meeting of the Commission; Angola, Brazil,
Canada, Cape Verde, People's Republic of China, Cote d'lvoire, Croatia, Equatorial Guinea, European Community, France
(St. Pierre and Miquelon), Ghana, Japan, Korea, Libya, Morocco, Russian Federation, Sao Tome, South Africa, Tunisia,
United Kingdom (Overseas Territories), United States, Uruguay, and Venezuela. The List of Participants is attached as
ANNEX 2.

3.2 Dr. Denis Fadda, of the Legal Services Department of the Food and Agriculture Organization of the United
Nations (FAQ), which is the depository body of the ICCAT Convention, participated in the meeting.

3.3 The Delegate of the United States made an opening statement in which he highlighted the three major issues of
greatest concern to the U.S., all of which were relative to international cooperation. The issues were the rebuilding of the
bluefin tuna stock, that of compliance with regulatory measures, and the legitimate concerns of coastal states. The U.S.
statement on international cooperation is attached as ANNEX 6-A.

3.4 The Delegate of Brazil also expressed the issues of concern to his country, stressing the need to take into account
the economic complexity of the developmental imbalances involved in tuna management. He considered that some of the
former ideas should be reconsidered to take into account the concerns of coastal states and developing countries. The
statement by Brazil on the concerns of coastal states and developing nations is attached as ANNEX 6-B.

3.5 The Delegate of the European Community considered that the most important issues to be addressed by the
Commission were the adoption of a suitable management regime for bluefin tuna which could then be applied to other tuna
species, and the issue of fleets using flags of convenience. The EC Delegate stressed that the only way to ensure effective
cooperation was to achieve consensus, and that measures should be taken to encourage those states which allowed their flag
to be used for convenience to become Contracting Parties to ICCAT or to at least respect the measures in force. He also
mentioned the voluntary measures taken by the French and Spanish purse seine fleets in the Gulf of Guinea, and encouraged
other parties/entities/fishing entities to follow this example. The statement by the EC on the management regime for bluefin
tuna is attached as ANNEX 6-C.

3.6 The Delegate of France (St. Pierre & Miquelon), stated that France had two reasons for remaining an ICCAT
Contracting Party on behalf of this territory which was not included in the fisheries policy of the European Community. The
first reason was institutional, as France intended to participate actively in the work of fishery organizations, especially that
of ICCAT. The second reason was economic/cultural, which particularly concerned St. Pierre & Miquelon which had a long
fishing tradition, and whose economy was largely dependent on this activity. The statement by the Delegate of France (St.
Pierre & Miquelon) relative to its membership in ICCAT is attached as ANNEX 6-D.

4. Introduction and Admission of observers

4.1 The following observers were admitted in accordance with the current criteria: Faroe Islands (Denmark), Iceland,
Mexico, Namibia, Norway, Panama, Turkey, Chinese Taipei, the Caribbean Community (CARICOM), the Commission
for the Conservation of Southern Bluefin Tuna (CCSBT), the Commission for the Conservation of Antarctic Marine Living
Resources (CCAMLR), the International Council for the Exploration of the Sea (ICES), and the International Whaling
Commission (IWC). The list of observers is included in ANNEX 2.

4.2 The Observer from CARICOM informed the Commission that the Caribbean Fisheries Resource Management
Project (CFRAMP) was in the process of becoming an intergovernmental fisheries management body. He shared the
concerns which had been expressed by the other delegations, particularly those of Brazil, in regard to the rights of coastal
and developing states. He expected that Caribbean countries would work more closely with ICCAT in the future.

4.3 The Observer from Iceland shared the concerns of the Commission over the state of the bluefin tuna stock, and
pointed out that Iceland had contributed to the conservation of the stock by prohibiting landings of bluefin tuna in Icelandic
ports by vessels engaged in uncontrolled fisheries. She stressed the need for ICCAT to fully respect Iceland's rights and
interests regarding bluefin tuna. The statement by the Observer from Iceland on the status of the bluefin tuna stock is
attached as ANNEX 6-E.

4.4 The Observer from the Faroe Islands (Denmark) also made a statement, in which he informed the Commission
that the Faroe Islands may consider becoming a Contracting Party to ICCAT, which would commit them to comply with
all ICCAT regulations, with the rights and responsibilities of a coastal state. The statement by the Observer from the Faroe
Islands on the Faroese fisheries is attached as ANNEX 6-F.

4.5 The Observer from Mexico informed the Commission that Mexico had adjusted the development of its fisheries

28



PLENARY SESSIONS

in line with the FAO Code of Conduct for Responsible Fishing and was seriously studying the possibility of becoming a
Contracting Party to ICCAT. With regard to the conservation of tuna stocks, he hoped that a sense of responsibility would
prevail over purely short term commercial interests. The statement by the Observer from Mexico on its collaboration with
ICCAT is attached as ANNEX 6-G.

4.6 The Observer from Namibia informed the Commission that Namibia was taking steps to become a Contracting
Party. He assured the Commission that Namibia was committed to the conservation of tuna resources and praised the
Commission for the flexible and constructive attitudes shown in the past. The statement by the Observer from Namibia on
the conservation and sustainable use of marine living resources is attached as ANNEX 6-H.

4.7 The Observer from Norway stated that Norwegian tuna fisheries had developed in the 1950s and 1960s but had
ceased in 1986 when the seasonal migration patterns of the stock failed. As the stock was now present in the waters of
neighboring States, the possibility of the old migration routes being re-established was being studied. Norway was aware
of its obligations to cooperate with regional organizations in the management of tuna stocks.

4.8 The Observer from Panama informed the Commission of the establishment of the Panamanian Maritime Authority
which was now responsible for all aspects of the fisheries. This new Authority wished to ensure that Panamanian vessels
complied with ICCAT regulations and had already revoked the licenses of 90% of the vessels fishing for bluefin tuna under
the Panamanian flag. He also informed the Commission that Panama had taken steps towards becoming a Contracting Party
to ICCAT, and hoped that these procedures would be completed in the near future.

5. Report of the Meeting of the Standing Committee on Research and Statistics (SCRS)

5.1 Dr. Joseph Powers (USA), Chairman of the SCRS, presented the 1998 Report on behalf of the Standing Committee
on Research and Statistics.

5.2 Dr. Powers informed the Commission that stock assessments had been carried out for east and west bluefin tuna,
north and south albacore, yellowfin and skipjack, but that details of these assessments would be presented at the Panel
meetings.

5.3 After briefly describing the catch trends of the major species, Dr. Powers informed the Commission of the
preliminary results of the VVoluntary Protection Plan which had been carried out under an agreement between French and
Spanish purse seine vessels fishing on floating objects in the Gulf of Guinea from November 1997 to January 1998, and
was again in operation from November 1998 to January 1999. While results of the Plan were still provisional for 1998, it
could be clearly seen from the 1997 data that this voluntary action has had beneficial results on the stocks of yellowfin,
bigeye and skipjack, with a reduction in the catch of all three species, particularly the small fish catches. He stressed,
however, the need for such measures to continue in force if the benefits of this were to be felt in the long term, pointing out
that the cooperation of other fleets fishing in the area would obviously increase the beneficial effects of this measure.

5.4 The SCRS Chairman also informed the Commission that an Ad Hoc Working Group had been established to
define scientifically the implications of the Precautionary Approach of the United Nations Agreement of Straddling Fish
Stocks and Highly Migratory Fish Stocks. He pointed out an intersessional meeting would be held in 1999 and that the
discussions were strictly scientific at this stage and that the terms of reference of the Working Group were to develop a
discussion document on the Precautionary Approach using scientific criteria, and to develop a work schedule. Information
was being collated using the SCRS structure. This document will be presented to the 1999 Commission Meeting. Given
the international interest in the subject, the FAO plans to hold an Expert Consultation on the Precautionary Approach, which
is expected to take place at the end of 1999. ICCAT is co-sponsoring this Expert Consultation and ICCAT scientists will
participate. A report on developments will be made to the Commission at the next annual meeting.

5.5 Dr. Powers also informed the Commission of the results of the Ad Hoc Working Group on SCRS Organization,
which had been established to improve the scientific capabilities of the Committee. This Working Group had suggested the
establishment of an Advisory Committee which would aim to standardize the scientific reports of the SCRS in terms of
approach, assumptions, and the formulation of scientific advice to the Commission. An external peer review of assessments
and management advice may also be considered and coordinated by the Advisory Committee. This Committee would
comprise a panel of SCRS officers and should include a population dynamics expert to be hired at the Secretariat.

5.6 The Ad Hoc Working Group on SCRS Organization also recommended the establishment of a Working Group
on Assessment Methods to standardize the methodology used in the stock assessments of the various species. This Group
will be convened by the above mentioned population dynamics expert.

5.7 In order to improve the statistical capabilities of the SCRS and to meet the ever increasing demands of the Species
Groups for catch- at-size and catch-at-age data, the Working Group had also reiterated the former SCRS recommendation
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that a biostatistician be hired at the Secretariat in order to meet these needs and ensure quality control.

5.8 Dr. Powers briefly outlined the progress made in three scientific programs being carried out by the SCRS. With
reference to the Bigeye Year Program (BETYP), he reported that 1998 had largely been dedicated to seeking funds and
planning future activities, particularly tagging surveys. He informed the Commission that the BETYP could now be put into
operation as soon as funding became available. This program will be managed by the Secretariat, and overseen by the
SCRS.

5.9 As regards the ICCAT Enhanced Research Program for Billfish, at sea-sampling for longline fisheries had been
extended to the south Atlantic countries, both east and west. Shore-based sampling in the west Atlantic was also continuing,
and the level of funding remained comparable to previous years.

5.10 The Bluefin Year Program (BYP) continued its coordinating activities in the sphere of statistics, tagging and
genetics, and considerable progress was being made. It was planned to continue to establish coordination centers, which
is especially important for the collection of samples and to ensure that advanced technology tags are extracted with care.
He drew the Commission's attention to the concerns of the SCRS regarding the ICCAT Bluefin Tuna Statistical Document
Program (BFTSD) and the exportation of bluefin tissue for genetic sampling, and hoped that procedures would be
established to ensure that such samples would be exempt from the BFTSD.

5.11 The Chairman thanked Dr. Powers for his presentation, and opened the floor to discussion of the Report.

5.12 The Delegate of Canada thanked the SCRS Chairman for his presentation and the SCRS for its work. He stressed
the need to base management measures on these scientific findings. He requested that the Commission seriously study the
proposal to hire additional scientific staff at the Secretariat, as this would lend credibility and continuity to the Commission's
work.

5.13 The Delegate of Japan asked for clarification on the revision of Mediterranean catches of bluefin tuna which had
been made at the SCRS. Dr. Powers explained that many changes had been made to previous data during the meeting of
the ICCAT/GFCM Ad Hoc Joint Working Group on Stocks of Large Pelagic Fisheries in the Mediterranean, but none of
these changes had been made to data prior to 1990. The failure to take historic data series into account in analyses may have
implications for stock recovery in the long term.

6. Status of the ratification/acceptance of the Protocol of amendment to the Convention (adopted in Madrid in 1992)
and repercussions

6.1 The Executive Secretary regretted that there had not been any progress on this matter, and that the
ratification/acceptance of France, as a country with a developed market economy, as well as that of three countries not
classified as developed market economies at the time the Protocol was signed, were still required for the Protocol to come
into force. He urged those countries which had not yet ratified or accepted the Protocol, i.e. Angola, Cape Verde, Cote
d'Ivoire, Equatorial Guinea, France, Gabon, Ghana and Sao Tome & Principe, to do so as soon as possible.

6.2 The Chairman also urged the ratification/acceptance of the Madrid Protocol, pointing out that the SCRS
recommendations for additional Secretariat staff would have financial implications which would call for new budgetary
mechanisms, and that the growth of the Commission was being curtailed by this Protocol not being in force.

6.3 The Delegate of France (St. Pierre & Miquelon) informed the Commission that the procedure of ratification of
the Madrid Protocol by France was already under way.
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SECOND PLENARY SESSION

7. ICCAT responsibilities in relation to international fishery arrangements
- U.N. Agreement on Straddling Fish Stocks and Highly Migratory Fish Stocks

7.1 The Delegate of Brazil, on behalf of Brazil, Uruguay, South Africa, Venezuela, Morocco, Libya, Sao Tome and
Principe, Angola, Céte d'lvoire, Mexico, Namibia, Panama and Guatemala reiterated concerns of the developing coastal
states that some of the criteria on which the conservation and management measures adopted in ICCAT, and particularly
the criteria on which quota allocations were based, as they were outdated and unfair. He was concerned that recent measures
for south Atlantic swordfish penalize coastal developing countries for a depletion of a stock which was not caused by these
states. In his view, current criteria reward, with increased quotas, those countries responsible for over-fishing. He was also
concerned that these criteria did not conform to the applicable rules of International Law in relation to the rights of
developing coastal states, such as the U.N. Agreement of Straddling Fish Stocks and Highly Migratory Fish Stocks, the FAO
Code of Conduct for Responsible Fishing, and recent FAO Consultations on Fishing Capacity. The Delegate of Brazil, while
reconfirming his commitment to ICCAT regulatory measures, pointed out that many of the those making the highest catches
were not developing coastal states, and those developing coastal states which did not have a long history of these fisheries
were being denied access to the resources in their waters. With a view to redressing this imbalance he introduced a joint
proposal for the establishment of a Working Group where Parties could discuss alternative ideas on fishing capacity and
basic criteria for management and conservation, including quota allocation criteria and compliance measures. The joint
proposal by Brazil, Uruguay, South Africa, Venezuela, Morocco, Libya, Sao Tome & Principe, Angola, Céte d’lvoire, and
the observers of Mexico, Namibia, Panama, and Guatemala on the establishment of a working group on fishing capacity
and basic criteria for management is attached as ANNEX 6-1.

7.2 The Delegate of Venezuela, as co-sponsors of the Resolution, shared the views expressed by the Delegate of
Brazil, but stressed that the proposal did not refer to any fishery or any country in particular but was aimed at a more general
issue. He felt that it was in the best interests of the Commission to support the Resolution in order to strengthen its capacity
to act, and hoped that consensus could be reached.

7.3 The People's Republic of China agreed with the views expressed by the Delegates of Brazil and Venezuela, and
supported the establishment of a Working Group.

7.4 The Delegate of the United States of America stated that he understood and respected the views of the developing
coastal states, and was not, in principle, against the establishment of the Working Group. He stressed that agreement on
resource allocation could only be reached through international fora, and noted that it was clear that the Commission needed
to address this issue. He informed the delegates that he had some modifications to present on the wording of the draft
Resolution.

7.5 The Observer from Mexico subscribed to the views expressed by Brazil and those by Venezuela. He hoped that
criteria could be reviewed in order to ensure an equitable allocation for all those involved in the fisheries, not just for the
coastal states but for all ICCAT Contracting and cooperating parties, entities and fishing entities. He pointed out that the
Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC) had set an example by ensuring a balance between conservation and
the legitimate interests of the participants. Mexico, as a developing coastal state, was in favor of conservation measures,
but also wished to develop its fisheries and be included in allocation agreements, and therefore supported the proposal to
establish a Working Group.

7.6 The Delegate of Canada agreed that this was an important issue, and had already been dealt with extensively in
the Panel meetings. While he appreciated the orientation taken by the developing coastal states on the issue, he felt that the
proposal should be examined in the appropriate international framework, bearing in mind that tuna species were classified
as a highly migratory stock, which were distinct from straddling or trans-boundary stocks under the U.N. Law of the Sea.
He referred to the considerations described in the U.N. Agreement on Straddling Fish Stocks and Highly Migratory Fish
Stocks, which should be equally applicable to all members. While seeing some merit in the establishment of the Working
Group, he felt that the terms of reference were too broad. He added that any new allocation criteria must respect historical
fishing patterns as well as developing country interests, and that the basic conservation of the tuna stocks must be ensured
and the rebuilding process initiated. The statement by Canada relative to the establishment of a working group on allocation
criteria is attached as ANNEX 6-J.

7.7 The Delegate of Japan stated that while Japan was not against the basic tenets of the Resolution, they wished to
suggest some modifications to the text.
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7.8 The Delegate of the EC, while not wishing to object to the creation of the Working Group, was anxious that such
a Group take the special requirements of all concerned into account, and that it express a notion of balance. He also
expressed his concerns over the logistics and terms of reference of such a group, as it was felt that the broad remit provided
for in the text of the draft Resolution would overlap with many of the functions of the Committees and Panels already in
existence.

7.9 The Delegate of France (St. Pierre & Miquelon) recognized the importance of this question and considered that
it would be appropriate to examine it in the light of the provisions of the United Nations Agreement on Straddling Fish
Stocks and Highly Migratory Fish Stocks. He questioned the appropriateness of redefining principles and criteria which
were already established in an instrument of international law.

7.10 The Delegate of Croatia expressed his basic support for the idea encompassed in the Resolution, but also feared
that the proposed Working Group may be duplicating efforts of existing ICCAT bodies. He realized it was necessary to give
consideration to fishing capacity and quota allocations, but felt that the functions of the existing Committees must be
considered first.

7.11 The Delegate of South Africa fully supported the establishment of the Working Group, as existing criteria used
for establishing quota allocations were unsatisfactory. He considered that there was a need to develop the terms of reference
for the proposed Working Group, which he hoped would be able to provide solutions to some of the problems currently
being encountered.

7.12 The Chairman noted that, in general, there was some consensus on the establishment of the Working Group, but
that the proposed text should be modified. He considered that the wording should be changed in order to specify a more
precise mandate for the Working Group. As he understood from the debates, the basic problems which needed to be dealt
with were quota allocation criteria and compliance measures, as addressing other issues would lead to a duplication of
efforts. He was also concerned that the proposal being put forward reflected a lack of balance, and asked that delegations
consult in order to redress this. He also felt that an additional clause should be included to ensure that current management
measures would be respected, and that the Resolution would not supply an excuse for non-compliance with regulatory
measures, as the Working Group would be addressing the issue of future allocations. He thanked those involved in the
drafting of the proposal for their initiative, as this was one of the major challenges currently facing ICCAT and other fishery
organizations.

- FAO Code of Conduct for Responsible Fishing (including 1998 FAO Consultations relative to this subject)

7.13 The Assistant Executive Secretary, Dr. Miyake, informed the Commission that the FAO had taken long and
laborious steps to draft Plans of Action for the FAO Code of Conduct in the Management of Fishing Capacity, Shark
Fisheries and the Incidental Catch of Seabirds in Longline Fisheries. He had been involved in the process of drafting both
the guidelines and the Plans of Action, and referred delegates to documents COM/98/12, 13, 14 15, and 25. The findings
of the Technical Working Groups were used as the basis for the draft Plans of Action of the FAO Consultation which would
be presented at the next Committee on Fisheries of the FAO.

7.14 The Delegate of Brazil informed the Commission that he had also participated in the Consultation, and had found
them very interesting and responsive to the needs of all concerned. He added that this was the type of fora which the
Resolution proposing the establishment of a Working Group was trying to establish.

- Precautionary Approach

7.15 The Assistant Executive Secretary informed the Commission that FAO had started to organize an Expert
Consultation on Implications of the Precautionary Approach: Tuna Biological and Technical Research, and that ICCAT,
as a regional fisheries organization, would be co-sponsoring this. A Steering Committee had been created comprising
members of the sponsoring organizations, and it was anticipated that the Consultation would be held in Bangkok in early
2000. It was expected that many ICCAT scientists would be involved, and that the findings of SCRS studies on the
Precautionary Approach would be presented to the Consultation.

7.16 The SCRS Chairman, Dr. J. Powers, explained that the scope of the SCRS Working Group on the Precautionary
Approach was one of collating information to examine the implications of the Precautionary Approach in a scientific
context, i.e. what characterizes uncertainty, what were the benchmarks, and how best to inform the Commission of these
implications. It was also to be used as a mechanism in order to have inputs to the FAO Consultation.

7.17 The Delegate of the EC wished to remind the Commission that the Working Group on the Precautionary
Approach should take into account the preamble to the ICCAT Convention, which clearly states that the mandate of ICCAT
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is to conserve the tuna species under its jurisdiction at MSY levels.
- Relations with other fora

7.18 The Assistant Executive Secretary drew the attention of the Commission to the forthcoming meeting of the
IUCN, one of the organizations entrusted by CITES with identifying endangered species, which was scheduled for 1999.
Dr. Miyake informed the Commission that ICCAT had requested to be allowed to participate as an observer in previous
IUCN meetings, but this had been denied, and again for the 1999 meeting, on the basis that such meetings are only open
to experts. He was concerned about the criteria used for drawing up the IUCN "Red List" (list of proposed endangered
species), as many of the tuna species under the Commission's mandate had been included on this list.

7.19 The Delegate of Japan echoed these concerns, as he considered the criteria used for including marine species
on the IUCN lists to be scientifically and biologically inappropriate, as they were not evaluated by scientists familiar with
tunabiology. He felt that this matter should be seriously considered by the Commission, and that the Commission Chairman
should write to the IUCN requesting ICCAT involvement in the process, if the IUCN list were to have credibility as a
neutral, scientifically based list.

7.20 The Delegate of France (of St. Pierre & Miquelon) supported the views of Japan, and pointed out that Agenda
21 Article 17-57 adopted at the Earth Summit in Rio de Janeiro, within the framework of the UNCED, indicated clearly and
explicitly that the fishery organizations should evaluate fishery resources. He considered it appropriate to remind the IUCN
of this mandate directly, through the Commission of Sustainable Development.

7.21 The Delegate of Venezuela also expressed his concern about ICCAT’s being refused admission to the IUCN
meetings, and supported the views of Japan and France.

7.22 The Commission Chairman, agreeing that this was a matter for serious concern, took note of the suggestions put
forward, and proposed that ICCAT continue to insist on admission to the IUCN.

7.23 The Observer from Namibia informed the Commission of the progress made on the drafting of the Convention
text of the Southeast Atlantic Fisheries Organization (SEAFO). Three meetings had been held so far with Angola, South
Africa, the United Kingdom, Namibia the European Community and Japan. The boundaries of the Convention Area were
broadly based on FAO statistical area 47. The Observer assured the Commission that the new Organization would not have
jurisdiction for Highly Migratory Stocks.

7.24 The Delegate of the United Kingdom (Overseas Territories) thanked the Namibian delegate for his report. As
the UK was involved on behalf of Sta Helena, they welcomed the initiative and looked forward to developments.

7.25 The Delegate of the EC also welcomed the progress made in the establishment of SEAFO, in which the EC had
been in involved. He also wished to refer delegates to the General Fisheries Commission for the Mediterranean (GFCM),
which had recently changed its status, and encourage close cooperation between ICCAT and the GFCM.

7.26 The ICCAT Executive Secretary informed delegates about the Berne Convention, which would be meeting in
France in December, 1998. While this Convention was originally agreed for freshwater fish, it was now proposed to include
bluefin and swordfish among the species of the Convention.

7.27 Dr. Lima also reported on his attendance, as an observer, at the meeting of the Committee on Trade and
Environment (CTE) of the World Trade Organization. Dr. Miyake had prepared a document for presentation at this meeting,
which had clarified ICCAT's position to the WTO. He considered these meetings to be of major importance, and suggested
that ICCAT be represented, in an observer capacity, at future CTE meetings. The Chairman agreed that this would be
constructive.

7.28 The Assistant Executive Secretary added that there had previously been some concern over the ICCAT trade
measures, as they could be considered discriminatory against non-contracting parties, entities or fishing entities. However,

measures defined in the Recommendation on Compliance with regard to Contracting Parties imply that such measures would
not be discriminatory.

FINAL PLENARY SESSION

7. ICCAT responsibilities in relation to international fishery arrangements -- (Continued)
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- U.N. Agreement on Straddling Fish Stocks and Highly Migratory Fish Stocks

7.29 The Delegate of Brazil informed the Commission that, after fruitful discussions with several delegations, some
modifications had been made to the proposed draft Resolution to establish a Working Group on Allocation Criteria. He
thanked the delegations involved for their valuable contributions and constructive approach. The final draft had reduced
the mandate of the proposed Working Group to the discussion of allocation criteria, in order to avoid jurisdictional clashes
with the Compliance Committee or other Commission bodies.

7.30 The Chairman thanked Brazil and the other co-sponsors of the Resolution for raising what was clearly a vital
question, and considered that this Working Group would be a useful instrument for the work of the Commission. He
indicated it was clear there was consensus on the need to address this issue, and on the establishment of the Working Group.
"The Resolution by ICCAT to Establish a Working Group on Allocation Criteria™ was adopted and is attached as ANNEX
5-1. It was agreed that the Secretariat would inform all delegations of the date and venue of the first meeting of the Working
Group on Allocation Criteria as soon as possible, following consultation with pertinent delegations.

8. Report of the Meeting of the Permanent Working Group for the Improvement of ICCAT Statistics and
Conservation Measures (PWG) and consideration of any proposed Recommendations therein

8.1 The Chairman of the Permanent Working Group for the Improvement of ICCAT Statistics and Conservation
Measures (PWG), Mr. J. Pulvenis (Venezuela) presented the Report of the PWG. He drew the Commission's attention to
the following Recommendations and one Resolution proposed by the PWG:

-- Recommendation by ICCAT Concerning the Ban on Landings and Transhipments of Vessels from Non-contracting
Parties Identified as Having Committed a Serious Infringement;

-- Recommendation by ICCAT on Validation of the Bluefin Tuna Statistical Document by the European Community;
and

-- Resolution by ICCAT Concerning the Unreported and Unregulated Catches of Tunas by Large-scale Longline
Vessels in the Convention Area

8.2 These were reviewed and adopted by the Commission, and are attached as ANNEX 5-11, ANNEX 5-12 and
ANNEX 5-18, respectively.

8.3 The PWG Chairman reported that model letters had been drafted by the PWG to various non-contracting parties,
entities or fishing entities, specifically to: (1) Guinea Bissau to provide information, implement conservation measures and
become a member or a cooperating party, entity or fishing entity to ICCAT; (2) to Mexico and Chinese Taipei regarding
Cooperating Status; (3) to Belize/Honduras/Panama regarding non-compliance with ICCAT swordfish conservation
measures; (4) to Sierra Leone regarding bluefin and swordfish fishing; (5) to Trinidad and Tobago encouraging continued
collaboration with ICCAT; and (6) to Singapore/Vanuatu/Kenya seeking clarification of fishing practices. All these letters
were approved by the Commission and are appended to the 1998 Report of the Permanent Working Group for the
Improvement of ICCAT Statistics and Conservation Measures (PWG).

8.4 The Report of the PWG, together with the proposed Resolutions, Recommendations and model letters contained
therein, was adopted by the Commission, pending translation of the final page, which had been submitted, following the
final session of PWG, only a few minutes before the Plenary. The PWG Report is attached as ANNEX 8.

8.5 The Commission thanked the PWG Chairman and Rapporteur for their hard work and efficiency.

9. Report of the Meeting of the Compliance Committee & consideration of any proposed Recommendations therein

9.1 The Chairman of the Compliance Committee, Mr. C. Dominguez (EC), presented the Report of the Compliance
Committee, and drew the Commission's attention to the following Recommendations proposed by the Committee:

Supplemental Recommendation Regarding Compliance in the Bluefin Tuna and Atlantic Swordfish Fisheries;
and
Recommendation by ICCAT on Application of Three Compliance Recommendations

9.2 He also called attention to model letter drafted to Contracting Parties regarding flags of convenience in the east
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Atlantic bluefin tuna fishery

9.3 The Recommendations were approved by the Compliance Committee (attached as ANNEX 5-13 and ANNEX
5-14, respectively; the draft letter to Contracting Parties was also approved by the Committee.

9.4 These Recommendations were reviewed and adopted by the Commission and are attached as ANNEX 5-5 and
ANNEX 5-6, respectively; the model letter to Contracting Parties was also approved. The Report of the Compliance
Committee was adopted and is attached as ANNEX 9.

9.5 The Commission thanked the Chairman of the Compliance Committee and the Rapporteur for their efficient work.

10. Reports of the Meetings of Panels 1 - 4 and consideration of possible regulatory measures proposed

10.1 The Reports of Panels 1 to 4 were presented to the Commission by the respective Panel Chairs. At that time, the
EC presented a statement on bluefin tuna (attached as ANNEX 6-11). The Commission reviewed the Reports and regulatory
measures contained therein, and adopted the following Recommendations and Resolutions:

Panel 1:

-- Recommendation by ICCAT Concerning the Establishment of a Closed Area/Season for the Use of Fish
Aggregating Devices (FADs);

-- Recommendation by ICCAT Concerning Registration and Exchange of Information of Bigeye Tuna Fishing
Vessels;

-- Recommendation by ICCAT on the Bigeye Tuna Conservation Measures for Fishing Vessels Larger than 24 meters
Length Overall; and the

-- Resolution by ICCAT for the Development of Rebuilding Plans for Atlantic Bigeye Tuna (attached as ANNEX 5-1,
ANNEX 5-2, ANNEX 5-3, and ANNEX 5-16, respectively).

-- Recommendation by ICCAT Amending the "Recommendation on Bluefin Catch Limits in the Eastern Atlantic
Ocean and Mediterranean Sea" and the "Recommendation on Supplemental Management Measures Concerning
Age 0 Bluefin Tuna™;

-- Recommendation by ICCAT on the Limitation of Catches of Bluefin Tuna in the Eastern Atlantic and
Mediterranean;

-- Recommendation by ICCAT Concerning the Changes of Closed Season for the Purse Seine Fishery Fishing for
Bluefin Tuna in the Mediterranean Sea;

-- Recommendation by ICCAT to Establish a Rebuilding Program for Western Atlantic Bluefin Tuna; and
-- Recommendation by ICCAT Concerning the Limitation of Fishing Capacity on Northern Albacore ( attached as
ANNEX 5-4, ANNEX 5-5, ANNEX 5-6, ANNEX 5-7, and ANNEX 5-8, respectively).
Panel 3:
— Recommendation by ICCAT on Revision, Implementation and Sharing of the Southern Albacore Catch Limit
(attached as ANNEX 5-9).
Panel 4:
-- Recommendation by ICCAT Regarding Atlantic Billfishes; and

-- Resolution by ICCAT for the Development of Recovery Scenarios for North and South Atlantic Swordfish (attached
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as ANNEX 5-10 and ANNEX 5-17, respectively).

10.2 The Reports of Panel 1 to 4 were adopted by the Commission at the time of the meeting. except for the report
of the last session of Panel 1 and Panel 2 in its entirety, which were adopted later by correspondence. The Reports of Panels
1 to 4 are attached as ANNEX 10.

10.3 The Delegate of Russia reminded the Commission of Russia's reservations concerning the Recommendation on
the closed area/season for FADs. The Russian Delegation believed it reasonable to express its support for the arrangement
among tuna fishery shipowners to abstain from fishing for tuna under floating objects during three months in specific areas,
but since the cost-efficiency of operations of Russian vessels on the high seas in the Atlantic Ocean was fully dependent
on the use of Fish Aggregating Devices, Russia would probably not be prepared to abandon this fishing technique in 1999.
Nevertheless, understanding the correct and timely nature of the initiative adopted, Russia would seek to find ways to
resolve this complicated problem.

10.4 The "Recommendation by ICCAT Amending the ““Recommendation on Bluefin Catch Limits in the Eastern
Atlantic Ocean and Mediterranean Sea’” and the "Recommendation on Supplemental Management Measures Concerning
Age 0 Bluefin Tuna" (attached as ANNEX 5-4), forwarded to the Commission by Panel 2, was adopted after the addition
of two footnotes. The first footnote made provision for the possible revision of the catch quotas for the year 2000, and the
second granted a catch allocation to Chinese Taipei, in recognition of its cooperating status.

10.5 The Delegate of Morocco expressed his strong concern over the wording of the first footnote to the
“Recommendation on the Limitation of Catches of Bluefin Tuna in the Eastern Atlantic and Mediterranean” (attached as
ANNEX 5-5), considering that it was of the utmost importance that the quota allocations be revised, following the findings
of the meeting of the Working Group on Allocation Criteria. However, in a spirit of cooperation and only to reach a
consensus , Morocco accepted the text, while realizing that it will have very negative consequences on Moroccan bluefin
tuna fisheries. He stressed that Morocco would make every effort to reduce its current catches of its fisheries, which are
mostly artisanal. He also pointed out to the Commission that it will be very difficult to attain the quota allocation of 850 MT,
since the fishery produces an average of 1500 to 2000 MT, but considered it of major importance that the quota for 2000
be revised. Morocco attached great importance to the conservation of the bluefin tuna stock and hoped that extensive
consultations would take place in future, in order to reach consensus on management measures acceptable to all.

10.6 The Observer from Mexico drew attention to the statement which Mexico had presented to Panel 2, and asked
the Commission to take note of the request made by Mexico, as a cooperating party, for a bluefin tuna quota allocation.

11. Report of the Meeting of the Standing Committee on Finance and Administration (STACFAD). Adoption of the
budget and contributions for the second half of the 1998-1999 biennial period (1999)

11.1 The Report of the Standing Committee on Finance and Administration (STACFAD), was presented to the
Commission, together with the revised 1999 Budget and Contracting Party contributions. The total 1999 Budget adopted
by the Commission amounts to 198,700,000 Pesetas. The STACFAD Report is attached as ANNEX 11 to the Proceedings,
including the 1999 Revised Commission Budget (Table 1) and the corresponding Contracting Party contributions for 1999
(Table 2).

11.2 The Commission also reviewed and adopted new "Guidelines and Criteria for Granting Observer Status at ICCAT
Meetings", which were forwarded by the STACFAD. These are attached as ANNEX 7.

11.3 The Commission Chairman thanked the STACFAD Chairman and the Rapporteur for their work.

12. Date and place of the next Commission meeting

12.1 The Delegate of Brazil informed the Commission that the Government of Brazil would be honored to extend an
invitation to hold the 16™ Regular Meeting of the Commission in Brazil, although the exact venue was still to be determined.
The Commission was pleased to accept this invitation, and it was agreed that the next Commission meeting should be held
from November 15 to 22, 1999, in order to allow three weeks between the Commission Meeting and the meeting of the
Standing Committee on Research and Statistics, which was tentatively scheduled to be held from October 18 to 22, 1999.
It was agreed that these dates would be confirmed by the Secretariat in due course.

13. Other matters
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13.1 The Delegate of the EC informed the Commission that, following the discussions on the Bigeye Year Program
which had taken place in Panel 1, contact would be made with the other delegations involved, and until special funding is
secured, the decision on holding the inter-sessional coordination meeting of the BETYP was left in abeyance.
14. Adoption of the Report
14.1 The Report of the Eleventh Special Meeting of the Commission was adopted, pending the adoption by
correspondence of Panel 2, the final session of Panel 1, the final Plenary session, and the confirmation of the last session
of PWG, which had been adopted in English only.
15. Adjournment
15.1 The Chairman extended his thanks, on behalf of the Commission, to the Xunta de Galicia for its hospitality and
generosity. The Commission also extended its thanks to the Chairman, the Executive Secretary, the Chairs of the Panels and

Committees, the SCRS Chairman, the interpreters, and the Secretariat staff.

15.2 The 11" Special Meeting of the Commission was adjourned.
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LIST OF COMMISSION PARTICIPANTS

CONTHACTING PARTIES
ANGOLA

NDOMBELE, D. (Head Delegate)
Directenr des Relations Internationales
Minisiére des Péches

Av, 4 de Fevereire 25

C.P. 83 - Luanda

Tel: (2442-393616

Fax: 02442-339041

BRAZIL

TABAJARA N.(Head Delepuie}
Ministerio dos Relagoes Exteriores
DMAE - Sala 736 - Anexo [
Brasilia D.F., CEP 70170-500

Tel: 5361-211 G282

Fax: 3561411 6206

E-mail:  tabajara@@mre.gov.br

ALAUQUERQUE BILVA, 1.C.

Secretanio do Desenvplvimenio di Pestn
Rua Vereadar Pedro Américo da Silva No41
Centro - Cahedelo

Paraibs - CEP 58,310,000

Tel: = 33B3-238 3536

Fax: 3383-228 4059

BARBOSA, F.OA.

Esplauida dos Ministerios, Bloco *I3" 5/950
Brasilia D.F. 70.043-900

Tel: gél-2182112

Fax: (a1-226 4882

E-moil:  francisco,barbosa@apis.com.br

CALZAVARA DE ARAUIO, G.

Direclor do Depariamento de Pesca ¢ Aquice]tura
Ministerio de Agricultura e Abastecimente
Esplanads dog Ministerios, Bloco "D" /930
Hrasilia D.F., CEP 70 043-900

Tel: 061-218 2112

Fax: 061-22¢6 4882

E-mail: calzevaraf@iba.com.br

DE OLIVEIRA, G.M.
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Tel: 061-224504%

Fax: 061-2264R82

E-meil: peovanio,oliveira@apis.com.br

DOKT, N.

Pyu.Alm.Gaga Conntinho no.28
D.Praia - Sentes S.F.

Tel: 55-13-236 0821

Fax: 53-13-236 9567

FAUZE HAZIN, R,

Conselhe Macional das Entidedes

de Pescn/CONEPE

Rua Chile 216

Ribeirs, Naisl - Ric Gronde do Norle
CEP 530.0M2-250

Tel: 034-211 9334

Fux: 034-232 Q823

E-mail mnerpesca@trenetm.com.br

HBAZIN, Fobio H.V.

DPA/MA

Rin dag Pemambucanas 377
Aple. 1102, Greces

Recife-Pe, CEP 52.011-010

Tel: 55081 4417276

Fax. 53-08] 4417276

E-mnil: fhvhezin@elogica.com br

KOWALSKY, E.

CONEPE FAPESC

Sindicato da Indistria de Pesca de Itajai
Run Pedro Ferreira, 102, 2" andat

Hajal SC BE.301-010

Tel: 55-47 3461064

Fax: 35-47 3461963

E-mail:  conepeftba.com.br

LENE, MLT.

Secretarin Fxecutiva da Comissee Interminislerial
para as Recursas do Mar (SECIRM)
Ministerio da Murinha

Hsplanada dos Ministerios

Hloco "N" - Anexo "B, 3° Ander
CEP 70053-900

Rragilia D.F.

Tel: 55-61-312 1333

Fax: 553-61-312 1337

E-mail:  go2@secinnmar.mil.br

MENESES DE LIMA, 1.1,
CEPENE/BAMA

Run Samue] Hardman sfu
55,578-000 Tamandaré - PE

Tel: 081-676 1109

Fox: 081-676 1310

E-mail. mencsesf@ibama.poy.br

MUNQZ ECHEVERRIA, H.
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Cabedelo, Paraiba, Brasil

CLP 58310-000

Tel: 5583-328 2600

Fa; 3583-228 4183

F-mail  ftunamar@elopica.com.br
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F.O. Box 22, ADA 3NO
Renews, Newfoundland
Tek 709-363 2000
Fax: 709-363 2014

JONES, 1.B,

Directeur Régional, Gestidn des Péchey
Péches du Golle, Répion des Maritimes
C.P. 3030, 343, rue Archibald
Moneton, New Brunswick E1C 9Bg
Tel: 506-85F 7752

Fax: 506-851 2615

E-mall: jonesi@mar.dfo-mpo.ge.ca

PORTER, L.M.

Department of Fisheries & Queans
Biological Station

St.Andrews, N.B,,E0G 2X0

Tel: 506-520 8854

Fax: 506-529 5862

E-mail:  porter)(@mar.dlo-mpo.ge.ca

RASHOTTE, B.
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Burenu of Fishenss

Ministry of Apriculiure

No. 11 Nonpzhangusn Nanlj
Heijing 100026

Tel: B6-10-64122938
Fax; R26-10-64132081

LI, Z.Q.

Praject Managar

China Wational Fisheries Corporation
Delegacion de Las Palmus

c/Eduarde Benol 11, bajo

35008 Las Palnws de Gran Canarin (Espafia)
Tel: G28-270841

Fax: 03B8-223h41

LU, X B,

Assistant Dareclor

Rureau of Fisheries
Ministry of Agriculture
No.!1 Nongzhanguan Nunli
Beijing 100026

Tel: Bo-10-64192974
TPax:: B6-10-64192961

WANG, X.D,

Minisiry of Foreign AlTairs
No.2 Chaoyangmen Nandajie
Beijing 100701

Tel: R6-10-659633204
Fax: RG=-10-6596320)0
E-mail:  tfs1@npre.gov.on

XIA-FENG, J.

Tercera Secretuna

Embejada de Ia Repiblica Popular China
Arluro Soriz 142, 2° A

28043 Madnd (Espafa)

Tel; 34-91 4132776

Fax: 314-91 3194675

ZHANG, X.L.

Ministry of Apriculture
Wo. 11 Nongzhanguan Nanli
Beijing 100026

Tel: 86-10-64152823
Pax: 86-10-641923961

COTE D'IVOIRE

KOFFL L.(I1ead Delegate)
BP V4

Abidjen

Tel; 225-218B875

Fax: 225-210462

FANNY, A.

B.P. V&2

Abidian

Tel: 325-356109
Fax. 225-256943

COMMISSION PARTICIPANTS

N'GORAN YA, N.

Cenire de Recherches Océnnolagiques
B.D. V-18

Abidjan

Tel: 215355014

Fax: 425-351153
E-mail:ngoran{cro,orstom.ci

CROATIA

DIMUSIC, A.(Hesd Delepaie)
Ministry of Agoculture and Foresiry
Directorate of Fishenes

Ul. Gradn Vukovara 78

10000 Zagyeh

Tel: 385-1-6106 B4

Tax: 385-1-6108 208

E-meil: aduimusici@mps.hr

EQUATORIAL GUINEA

MITOGO MILAM, P.L.

Ministario de Agrienltura, Pesea y Ganhderin
Carretera de Lubn s/n

Malabo B, N.

Tel: 240-93449

Fax 240-93408

MBA ABESO, T.

Ministerio de Agricultura, Pesca y Ganaderia
Carretera de Luba 5/n

Malabo B.N.

Tel: 240-93449

Fax: 240-33408

EUROPEAN COMMUNITY

MASTRACCHIO, E.{Head Delegate)
Directeur

DG XIV-D

Commission Furopéenne

200 Rue de 1a Toi - 199 - 3/10

1049 Bruxelies (Belpium)

Tel: 322-295 5568

Tax: 322-256 3951

E-mail: emilic, mostracchio {@dg14 eu bhe

AGIOVLABSITL O.

Mipistére de PApriculture
Dircetjon Géncrale de 1a Péche
38! rue Ahsrmor

11143 Athénes (Greece)

Tal; 012111173

Fax: 01-2022086

E-mail:  hercules@hellas.nel gr

ALVES, M.T.

Direcgao Geral das Pescas
Edificio Vasco Dp Gumn

Cais de Alcintars Mar, Aledniara
1350 Lisboa (Portugel)

Tef: 351-1-391 3553

Fax; 331-1-387 9790
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ANGULO ERRAZQUIN, T.A.

Asociacién Nacional de Armadoras
de Buques Atuneros Congeladores

Fernéndez de la Hoz 57, 5° - Apt. 10

28003 Mndrid (Spain)

Tel: 21-4426899

Fax: ©1-4420574

ARRIOLA, A,

Dircecion de Pesca del Gobiermo Vasco
Duque de Wellington 2

01010 Vitoria-Gasteiz (Alavn, Spain)
Tel; 945-189650

Fax: 945-18970]

E-mail: a-srriola@e.cs

AURAND, J.M. .
Direction des Péches Maritimes et
des Cultures Marines

3 Flrce de Fontenoy

75007 Paris (France)

Tel: 331-44 49843

Fax: 33144 498400

AVALLONE, I M.
Medi-Peche

80 Grand Rue Maric Roustas
3247 Séle (France)

Tel: 04-57466720

BALFEGO LABORIA, M,
Asoriacion de Armadores de Pesca
de Atin Rojo del Mediterrdineo

Pau Caszals 58

43860 L'Ametlla (Tarrapona, Spain)
Tel: 977457245

Fax: 077457245

BAPTISTA IORGE, H.M.

AMAP - Ass. Mutua F.T,. dos Armadores
de Pescen G. Centro

Armazém no. 17

Porto de Pescu - 2520 Peniche (Portugal)
Tel; 062-782034

Tax: 062-7R4408

BARANAND, IR,

Directar General de Recursoy Pesqueros
Secretany Generil de Pesca Murilima
Ortegn y Gasset 37

28006 Madrid {Spain)

Tal: 91402 8373

Fax: 91.309 1229

BARCIEGA VILLAR, A.
Gercie Barbbn, 112

Vigo (Pontevedra, Spein}
Tel: 986-224758

BEIRTEGUL, LL.

Pases de la Benda 15, hajo
01007 Vilorin (Spain)
Tek: 945-142700
Fax; 045-143834
E-mail: cicle@sen.es
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BEL ACCENSL F.

Asiciacion de Armadores de Pescr
de Atin Rojo del Mediterrdneo

Lluis Companys 21

438260 L'Ametlla (Tarrugona, Spain)

Tel: D77-510325

Fax: 977-510052

E-mail:  adeci@ready.sofl

BELTRAN MENDEZ, B.
O.PP.-07 Lugp

Casa del Mar, i* plania

For (Lugo, Spain)

Tel; £82-133603

Fax: 982-133543

E-mail: oplugo@interbook-net

BILBAO, A

Muelle de Errosape s/n
Bilbao (Vizcaya, Spain)
Tel: 94-5186173

BISMARCK, C.P.

Associageo dos Armadores das Pescas
Industriais, ATDAF]

Editicio dos Armadores 13-A, Docitpesca
1400 Lisber (Fortugai}

Tel: $1-3013020

Fax: 01-3019438

E-mail:  adapi.pescas@muail.telefac.pt

BRIILL TELLO, E.

Asoctacion de Armadores de Pescn
de Atte Rojo del Mediterraneo
L'Amele de Mar {Tarragone, Spain)
Tel; 977493683

Tax: 977456187

CADENAS DE LLANO CORTES, M.C.

Bubdireecion General de Organismos
Multilnterales de Pesea

Sevreturia General de Pesca Maritima
Ortepa y Gassel 57

28006 Madrid (Spain)

Tel: 91-4025000

Fax: 91-4020212

E-mail:  orgmul-sgpmi@virtual.sw.es

CALVO, Murta

CALVOPESCA 5.A,

Principe de Vergara 108, Planta 11
28002 Medrid (Spain)

Tel: 91-3621614

Fax: 91-5615304

E-mail: calvopesca@oem.oy

CALVO, Manuel

CALVOPESCA S.A.

Principe de Vergara 108, Flonla 11
28002 Madnid (Spain)

Tel: 91-3621614

TFax: 91-5613304

E-mail: colvopescaf@oem.es



CAMPOS QUINTEIRD, A.

Presidente de In Asociacion Nacional de Armedores
de Bugues Palangreros de Altura {ANAPA)
Venezuela 49, 5° A

36204 Vipo (Pontevedoa, Spain)

Tel: 986-420511

Fax: DR6-414020

E-mail: tusapesca@ont.servicom.es

CODRDY, V.

Conseil de I'Union Evropéennc
RuedelaLof, 175 -
1048 Bruxelles (Belzium)

Tel: 323-285 8343

Tox: 322-285 8261

CONDE DE SARD, R. (%)
Ewbajadn de Espafa

2373 Pennsylvania Ave.
Washingtan DC 20035 {USA)Y
Tel: 202-7282328

Fax: 202-8335670

COS TALLEDD, T.

Prasidente de Is Federacion Caniabra
Hemidn Cortés 51, Principal C

39003 {Santander, Spain)

Tel: 942-215970

Fusx: 942-212487

CUNHA, A

Tesla e Cunha

Av Marginal

Gafarho da Nazaré 3830 (Portugal)
Tel; 351-34 390850

Fax: 351-34 390855

E-miil:  testecurhas{ghnaeil.telepac.pt

DI CARDENAS GONZALEZ, F.
Instituto Espafiol de Oceanografin
Avenida del Brasi] 31

28020 Madrid (Spain)

Tel: 91-5974443

Fax: 91-3973770

E-mail:  e.de enrdenas@md.ieo.es

DE COD MARTIN, A

Xunta de Galicia

Conselleria de Pescn

&Centro do Investipaciones Marinas (CIMA)
Apda, 208

Vilanova de Arosa (Spain)

Tel: 586-500155

Tex: 986-306788

DELLA SETA, G.

Ministerie Politiche Agricole :
Direzione Generale Pesca e Acquacolinen
Viale daltArte 16

(0144 Reana {Ttaly)

Tek: 1906-59084744

Fax: 3906-590891 746 .
E-mail; pesca@polilicheagricole.il

* Commission Chairman,

COMMISSION PARTICIPANTS

DINATALE, A.

Aquastudie

Via Trapani &

98121 Messina (Italy)

Tel: 39-09%0-346408

Fax:  39-090-364560
E-mail:  aquenno@box].bn.it

DION, M.

Diélégué Général

Syndicat National des Armateurs

des Thoniers Congclateurs

BP 127 -2918]1 Cencarncau {Frence)
Tel: 2-98 571857

Fax: 2-93 3DR032

DOMINGUEZ DIAZ, C.
Lmbassy of Sprin

1.3-29 Roppongi, Minnle-Kui
Tokyn 1060032 (Japan)

Tef: 813-3583 8533

Fox: 813-3582 8627
E-mail: carlosmp(@tke.ott.ne.jp

DURAN, R,

Dirsena Pesquera - Cooperativa Armadores
Cande de Torreeedeiras 52

36202 Vigo (Pontevedra, Spain)

Tel: 98643486

Fax: 086-43482

FERNANDEZ, A.

Director

Instituto Espaflal de Oceanografia
Avenidn del Bresil 31

28020 Mudrid {Spain)

Tel: 91-5970841

Fax: 91-5573770

FERNANDEZ BELTRAN, J.M,
Orpanizacion de Produclores
Besqueros de Lugo

Avda. da Ribeira - Casa dsl Mar 1* P
Foz, {Lugo, Spain})

Tel: 982-133603

Fax: 982-133593

E-mail:  oplugo@interhook net

TRAGA, C.

Parlamento Europea
Comisién de Pesca

Rite Wurtz

Bruselas 1040 (Belgium)
Tel: 2845274

Fux: 2849274

GAONA ORTIZ, F.E.

Agente de Aduanas

Comedias 2, 3°C ;

30201 Cartagena (Murcia, Spain)

Tel: 368-504720 :

Tax 968-125144 .
E-mail:  peenai@arrakis.es
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Ganrcia GONZALEZ, IR,

Faculiad de Ciencias Econdimicas
Universidad de Sentiago

Avda. Xoan XX s/n

Bantiago de Compostela (Corufia, Spain)
Tal: Q81-563100, ext.11649

Fax: QR1-1561597

E«nail:  esgarcin{@usc.es

GARCLS IGLESIAS, B,

Xunta de Galicin

Direccion Generzl de Estrucluras

Pesqueiras e Mercadas

Rua do Sar 75

13702 Santinge de Composlela (Corufie, Spain)
Tel: 081-546296

Fux; O981-346238

GAUTHIEZ, T

Direction des P8ches Maritimes et
des Culturas Marines

3 Place de Fontenoy

75007 Pans (France)

Tel: 331-44 408403

Fox: 33144 498400

GOMEZ VILLEGAS, J.
ALBACORA B.A.

Capitin Haya, 1

Edificic Evrocentro - Planta 12
38020 Madrid (Spain}

Tel: 91-5974%00

Fax 91.5970015

GONZALEZ AGIS, L,

unta de Galicia

Direccién General de Pesca

Industrins Pesquerss y Mercados

Run do Sar 75

15702 Santiago de Compostela {Corutia, Spain)
Tel; 081-346287

Tax: 081-546288

GONZALEZ GARCES, A

Director - Centra Oceanogréfica de Vigo
Aparido 1552

36200 Vigo (Pontevedrn, Spuin)

Tel: 986492111

Iax: 986-4523351

E-mail:  alberto.gonzalez purces@viieo.cs

GONZALEZ GIL DE BERNABE, 1.

Federacidn Nacional de Cofradlas de Pescadores
Barguille 7, 1° deha.

28004 Madrid {Spuin)

Tel: 91-5319804

Fax: 21-5316320

GUERNALEC, C,

Comité Natisnal des Péchas Meritimes
&t des Flevages Marins {CNPMEM)
51 rue Salvador Allende

92027 Nenterre Cédex (France)

Tel: 01-47 750101

Foax: 01-49 (00602

HERMIDA TRASTOY, A.

Drirector Xeral de Estructuras

Pesqueirss e Mercados

Xumia de Gulicia

Consclerin de Pesca, Marisquen & Acuicultura
Rua do Sar 75

15702 Santiage de Compostels (Corniia, Sprin)
Tel: 981-546347

Fax: 981-546288

E-mail:  andres. hermida trastoygimail.xunla,es

HERNANDEZ SALGADQ, MF.
Bubdireceidon General de Orgonismos
Multilaterales de Pesea

Beeretaria Generat de Pesea Muritima
Ortega y Gassel 57

38006 Madrid (Spain)

Tef: §1-4023000

Fax: 91-3093967

E-mail:  orgmul-sgpmi@virtual sw.es

IIOGAN, B.

EU/International Section

Sen Fizheries Policy and Development Division
Bepariment of the Marine and Natural Respurces
Leeson Lane

Dublin 2 (Ireland)

Tel: 353-1 6199448

Fax: 353-1 6628737

E-mail:  contaclffimarine irlgov.ie

INSUNZA DAHLANDER, J.

Faderneion Macicngl de Cofradfas de Pescadores
Barguille 7, 1° dcha.

28004 Madrid (Spain)

Tef: 01.-5319804

Fax: 21-5316320

IRIGOYEN BERISTAIN, J.M,
Organizacion de Productores de Pesca
de Bajurs de Guiptizeoa {OPEGUI)
Miraconcha 9, Baja

20007 Sun Schastian (Guiplizeon, Spain)
Tel: 943-140200

Fax: B43-140677

LACHAGA BENGOECHEA, I
ATLDACORA S.A,

Lersondi S, 3°

48009 Bilbap (Vizcays, Spein)
"Tal: 944232369

Fax: 944234201

LAINE, V.

Commission Furopéenne

DG XTIV B-1

Joseph II, 99 - Buresu 3127

1040 Bruxelles (Belgique}

Tek: 323-2965341

Tax: 322-2963986

E-mail: valere.lsine. f@idg14.eube

LARRANAGA CES, C.
Subdireecion General de Organismes
Multilaterales de Pesca

Coruzin de Maria 8, 5°

28002 Madrid {Spain)

Tel: 91-347374}



LARZABAIL, §,

Syndicat das Maring Pécheurs
Quai Prscal Elissalt

64500 - Ciboure Cédex (France)
Tel; 05-59 471034

Fax: 03-39 470539

LIKIA FRANCH, 1.M.

Presidente de Canfederacion Espuiiola
de Asociaciones Pesqueras (CEAPE)
c/Alcintarn 49, 3° B

Madrid {Spuin)

Tel: 21-4020039

Fux: 81-1082513

E-mail: mlinafies.es

LOPLES, F.

Secretario Regional de Agriculturs e Pescas
Governo Regional dos Agores

Rua Consul Dabney

£900 Horta, Fainl - Agores [Fortugal)

Tef: 351-92 23970

Fax: 351-92 31302

LORENZQ, F.

Sapasia 18§, bajo

35008 Las Palmas de Gran Canaria (Spain)
Tel: 528-266685

Fax: 228-220717

MARTI DOMINGUEZ, C.P.
Subdireccion Geneial de Orpenismos
Multilaterales da Pesca

Secretaria General de Pesca Marftima
Criepn y Gasset 57

28006 Madrid (Spain)

Tel: 914025000

Fax: 01-3093%967

E-mail: orgmuol-sgpmi@virtual. sw.es

MARTIN FRAGUFIRO, J.C,
Puarte Pesguern sfn - Apt.3
Edificio Anexo Lonju

36900 Marin (Pontevedre, Spain)
Tel: 936-882169

Fax 946-883178

MARTINEZ CADTLLA, E.
Director-Gerente

Orgenizacién de Palangreros Guardeses (ORTPAGU)

Manuval Alvarez, 16 (bajo)

36780 A Guarda {Pentevedra, Spain)
Tel: 0B5-611341

Fax: 986-611667

E-mail: orpegu(@interbook.net

MEJUTO, 1.

[nstitnic Espaficl de Oceanografia
Apartado 130

15080 A Corufia (Spain)

Tel: 981.205362

Fax: 0812290777

MENDEZ ALCALA, G.
Carretera de Murein
Mazarron (Murcia, Spain)
Tel: 048-592210
Tax: 968-391029

COMMISSION PARTICIFANTS

MENDBIRURU, G.

Armemert Aigle des Mers
B.p.337

64503 Ciboure Cédex (France)
Tel: 05-39 260552

Fax: (i5-39 260552

MORAIS, P,

H.Carv, Araujo 33

9500 Ponta Delpada - Azores (Portugal)
Tel: 353-05281101

Fax: 351-86281055

MORONAYALA, J.

QOrgunizacion de Productores Asaciades de Grandes
Atuneros Congeladores (OPAGAC)

Ayala 54,27 A

28001 Madrid {Spain}

Tel, 21-5758359

Fax: 81-5761222

Lrmaill  opagoc@arrakis.es

ORTEGA MARTINEZ, C.

Gerente-Adjunta

Crpanizacion de Palangrerns Guardeges {DRPAGU)
Avda. Manuel Alvarez 16, bajo

1.8 Guardia (Pontovedrs 36?3[}) (Spuin}

Tel: 986-611809

Faux; 985-a11667

E-mail  orpagu@interbook.net

OTERD PENA, A.

Xunta de Galicia

Direccitn General de Estructuras Pesqueiras ¢ Mercadag
Kua do Sar 75

15702 Bantiapo de Composiela (Corndia, Spain)

Tel: DBI-346301

Fax: DBI-546200

PARRES, A

Président du Comité Nelional des Péches Maritimes
et des Elevages Marins {CNPMEM)

c/c UAPF, 59 rue des Mathurins

75008 Paris (France)

Tel: 33142 663260

Fax: 33147 425112

PEPERSEN, MLEL

Minister Counsellor
Ministry of Foreign Affairs

2 Asintisk Plads

1448 Copenlngen (Dentmark)
Tel: 45-35 920000

Fax: 45-31 540533

PENAS, E.

Comlmssmu Furopéenne, Direclion Génsrale XIV, B -4
200 Rue de le Loi

1049 Bruxelles (Helgium)

Tel: 322-296 3744

Fax: 322-205 3700

E-mail: emesty.penas-ladof@dgid.cec.be

PEREIRA, J.

Umversldﬂde dos Acores, Depart. de Oceanagmf 0 ¢ Pescis
9900 Hortn, Faial - Agores (Portugal)

Tel: 331-92-262945

Fax: 351-92-252659

E-mail:  pereira@dop.uac.pt
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PEREIRQ, F.l.

Direecian Xeral de Fecursos Marifios
Cansclleria de Pesca, Edificio San Cretino
Suntiago de Compostels (Corutia, Spain)
Tel: a81-544069

Fax: 581-544031

PEREZ, 8.

Residenice COMA-SADULLE, Entrée H, no.66
Part-Vendres 66660 (France)

Tel: 04-58 822382

Fax: 04-68 822382

PEREZ BOLORING, T.

Presidente- ATUN DEL ESTRECHC 8. A
Muclle Pesquerp 36 - Dicha,

11201 Algeciras (Cadiz, Spain)

Tel: 356-678606

Fax: DE6-G78623

E-mail: seborcar@ponet.es

PICCINETTL C.

Lab. Biologia Marine e Pesca, Universila Bologna in Fano

Viale Addalica 1/N

61032 Fane (PS) (Ttaly)

Tel; 39721-802689

Fax: 30721-801654
E-mail:  Thmpfeno@maobilia it

FINHO, M

Deperlamente Ocennogralie ¢ Pescas
9900 Horta, Azores {Portugal)

Tal: 331-52-202038

Fax: 351-02-20265%

E-Mail: maiuka{@dop. uac.pt

PORTUONDO, B.

Presidente, Atuneros Congeladores ANABAC
Txibitxiaga 24, entreplanta

48370 Bermeo (Vizeayn, Spain)

Tef: £4-6BB2806

Fax: 94-GERS7T

POVEDANG TNCERA, TLA

Federacion Nacionel de Colradias de Pescadores
Barguilla 7, 1° doha. '
28004 Madrid (Spain)

Tef: G1-3315804

Fax: 21-33146320

RIVAS FTERRADAS, M.
c/Mendez Wusiez 37, 3% B

36900 Marin (Pontevedra, Spain)
Telt I86-8R4831

RODRIGUEZ RODRIGUEZ, B,
Cofradia de Peseadores "Santa Tecla"
Raixo Mura 32

36780 La Guardis (Pontevedra, Sphin)
Taf: o86-613307

Fax: 9RG-613694

RUBIC GARCIA, MR

Dirgeeion General de Comercio Exterior
Ministerio de Economin y Hacienda
Paseo de la Caslelluna 162, 4" planta
28046 Mudrid {Spain}

Tal: 91-3493837

Fax: o1-3493806
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SANTIAGO BURRUTXAGA, 1.
AZT]

Txatxarramendi Irla

Bukarrieta (Vizcaya, Spain)

Tel: 94-8870700

Fay: 04-6870006

E-meil:  josu(@rp.azties

SANTOS, M.

[PIMAR

Avda, 5 de Qutubre a'n
8700 Olheo (Partugal)

Tel: 351-89 700500
Fax: 351-89 700535
E-mail: mmsentos@ualg.pt

SARRC} [PARRAGUIRRE, G,

Organizacidn de Productores Asociados de Grandey
Atuneros Congeladores (OFAGAC)

Avala 54, 2° A

28001 Madrid (Spain)

Tel: 515738959

Fax: 91-5761222

E-mail: opageci@amakis.es

SILVA, HL

Secretaria Regional de Apriculius & Pescas
Governo Regianal dos Agores

Rua Consitl Dabney

9900 Horta, Faial - Agores (Portugat)

Tef: 351-92 253811

Pex: 351-92 381127

SORAIN, D.

Direction des Péches Marftimes et des
Cultures Marines

3 Place de Fontenoy

735007 Paris (France)

Tel; 3131-44 498431

Fax: 33144 498400

TAUSCH, W.

Stobenring 12

A1G10 Wien (Osterreich}

Tel 431.71100-2862

Fex: 431-71100-2534

E-mail: walter,tauschigibmif,gv.at

TEIXEIRA DE ORNELAS, LA,
Director Regional das Pescas
Dirccgnoe Repional das Pescas
Estradz da Pontinha

9000 Funchal - Madeira {Poertugal)
Tel: 351-91 229801

Fax: 351-91 229621

E-mail: jornelas@mail.madinfo.pt

TEJEDOR URANGA, 1.

Orgumnizacitn de Productores de Pesea de Bejura de
Guipizcoa {OPEGUT)

Mirsconchs 9, Bajo

20007 San Sebastign (Guiplzeon, Spain)

Tei: 943-140200

Fax: 943-140677



ULLOA ALONSO, E.

Secretario Técnico

Asociacion Nacional de Armadores de Bugues
Palnngreros de Altara (ANAPA)

Puente Pesquero, Edificio Vendedores, OF 1-6
Aparado 1078

36202 Vigo (Pentevedra, Spain)

Tel: 986433844

Fax: 986439218

URESBERUETA OTXOTORENA, A.
Viceconscjern de Pesca del Gobierno Vasco
Duquie de Wellinglon 2

01010 Vileria-Gasteiz (Alnve, Spain)

Tel: 8435-189430

Fax: 045-189702

VAN DER WALT, C.

Avintion & Maritime Dept., Forcign
and Commorwealth Office

London SW1A 2AM (United Kingdom)

Tel; (171270 3B0S '

Fax: £171-270 3189

VARELA VILLAR, M.

Tomas Puredes 7, Bajo

36208 Vigo (Ponlevedra, Spain)
Tel: DE6-293000

Fax: D86-293512

VICENTE BAZ, D

Avds, Manuel Alvarez 16, bajo
La Guardia {Pontevedza, Spain)
Tel: ORG6 611800

Fax: 0R4-611667

E-mail:  ompapu@interbonk net

VIEITES BAPTISTA DE S0USA, T,
Secretano Generat

ANFACO

Campus Universitario

Lagous (Marcosende)

36310 VYige {(Pontevedra, Spuin)
Tel: DR6-469301

Fax: GR56-469269

E-mail: jvieitest@anface.cesga.cs

VILHUNEN, J.

Ministry of Agriculture and Foresiry
Klunikatu

DNcpartment of Fisheries

P.C: 232

00171 Helsinki (Finland)

Tel: 338-9 1602802

Fax: 138-0 1602284

E-mail:  jarme.vilhunes@mmm.f

YBANEZ RUBIO, 1.

Subdirector Genernl de Drganismas
Mulilaterales de Pesca

Secretaria General de Pesca Maritima
Crlegn y Gasset 57

28006 Madrid (Spain)

Tef: 914023000

Fax: 01-3093967

E-mril:  orpmul-sppmi@virtual sw.es

COMMISSION PARTICIPANTS

ZULUETA, 1.

Atunsa

Bizkaike Jaurerne 2, 17

48370 Bermeo {Vizeayw, Spain)
Tel: 84-6186200

Fax: 946185128

Lnail:  azalllffMteleline.es

FRANCE (St.Pierre & Miquetan)

GHIGNON, .(Tlaad Delegaile)
Assamblée Wationale

126 rue de TIniversité

75357 Paris Cedex (France)
Tel: 331406 382138

Fax; 331-406 38292

SLVESTRE, D.

Secratanat Geéndral de la Mer
15 Bounlevard Raspeil

Paris 75007 (France)

Tel: 3314284 687
Fax: 3314284 4790

GHANA

RKWEL E.(Head Delepate)
Pioneer Food Cannery
P.O Box 40

Tema

Tal: 23322202981
Fox: 233-2320 2982

ANYANE, G.II,

AG. Directer of Fisheries
P.O. Bax 630

Acertt

Teal: 23321 172502
Fox: 23321 776005

KUDIORDHI, J K.
President - Ghans Tuna Associalion
c/o Inler-Seas Fisheries Lid,

P.O. Dox 986

Tema

Tel: 233-22-204292
Fox: 133-22-2DN2084

Eameil:  dolphin@africanonline.com. gh

JAPAN

POMURA, I.{Head Delegate)

Direstar

Resources and Envirenmernt Research Division
Fisheries Agency of Tapen

1-2-1 Kasumigaseki, Chivode-ku

Tokyo 100

Tal: 31-3-3501 5098

Fay: R1-3-3592 0750
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CAMPEN, 8.1,

LConsultant

Federution of Tnpan Tuna Iishedes
Cooperative Assaciations

2505 Wisconsin Ave., NW #610
Washington 12.C. 20008 (UJSA)
Tal: T03-847 3143

Fax: T03-847 3136

GOMEZ DIAZ, G.

Federalion of Japan Tuna Fisheries
Caoparative Assaciations

2-3-32 Kudunkita, Chiyoda-ku
Tokyo 102

Tel: 81-3-3264 6166

Fax: B[-3-3234 7435

HATAKEYAMA, Y.

Federation of Iapan Tuna Fisheries
Coaperative Associations

2-3-22 Kudankita, Chiyeds-ku

Tokye 102

Tel: 81.3-3264 6166

Fax: 81-3-3234 7455

E-mail: fvpfl 58 [@mb.infoweb.or,p

HAYAKAWA T.

Consultunt

Federation of Japun Tuna Fisheries
Cooperalive Associations

2-3-22 Kudankita, Chiyeda-ku
Tokyo 102

Tel: 81-3-3264 6167

Fax: 81-3-3234 7433

E-moil: 1de4602@nillyserve.orjp

IKEDA, M.

Tederation of Japan Tina Fisherias
Cooperative Associations

2-3-22 Kudankite, Chiyada-im
Tokyo 102

Tel: B1-3-3264 6167

Fex: B1-3-3234 7455

E-mail;  1drd602 @niltyserve.orjp

[SHIKAWA, Y.

Director
Agnicultural and Merine Producls OfTice

Ministry of International Trade and Industry

1-3-1 Kasumigaseki, Chiyeda-ku
Takyo 100 '
Tel: 31-3-3501 0532

Fex: 81-3-3501 5006
E-mail:  iyabl5d2@miti.go.jp

MIYARBE, .

National Research Institute

of Far Seas [isheries

3-7-1 Oride

Shimizu 424

Tel: 81-343-36 6044

Fax: B1-543-35 be42

E-mail: miynbe@enyo.affrc.po.jp
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MIYAIIARA, M.

Chief Deputy Director, International Affairs Division

Fisheries Agency of Japan
1-Z-1 Kaswmipascki, Chiyedo-ku
Tokyo 100 o
Tel; 81-3-3591 6382
TFax: 81-3-3591 3824

OKAMOTO, L1,

Director for [nternational Negotiation
Internationnl Affairs Division
Fisheries Apency ol Japun

1-2-1 Kasumigeseki, Chiyodo-ku
Tokyo 100

Tel: 81-3-3591 1086

Fux: £1-3-3504 2649

OSHIMA, K.
Embajada del Japon
Serrano 109

28006 Madrid {Spain}
Tel: 91-5907600
Fax: 81-5801328

QZAKL E.

Assistont Mnneger

Federation of Japan Tuna Fisheries
Cooperative Associations

2-3-27 Kudnukits, Chiyode-ku
Takyo 102

Tel: B1-3-3264 6167

Fux: 81-3-3234 7433

E-mail:  1dr4602{@niftyserve.or.jp

SAMUKAWA, F.

Deputy Director for Fisheries Division
Ecenomic Affairs Bureau

Ministry of Foreign Affairs

2-2-1 Kasumipnseki, Chiyoda-ku
Tokye 100

Tel: 81-3-3381 1783

Fax: B1-3-3503 3136

SUZUKL Z.

National Research Institute

of Far 8eas Fisheries

5-7-1 Chome Orido

Shimin 424

Tel: 81-543-35 6000

Fax: 31.543-35 9642

E-mail:  suzuki@enye.allic.go.jp

TAGUCHL K.

Pederation of Japen Tuna Fisherics
Cooperative Associalions
International Department

2-3-22 Kudankita, Chiyoda-ku

Tokyo 102

Tel: B1-3-3264 6167

Tax: B1-3-3234 7455

E-mail:  fvpf1581@mb.infowcl.or jp

TAKAMURA, N.

Federatian of Japan Tuna Fishcries
Cooperative Associations

2-3-22 Xudankits, Chiyoda-Ku
Tokyo 102

Tel: 81-3-3264 6167

Fux §1-3-3234 7455



TAEASHL, Y.

Esplanadn del Pantalén de Cory
Muelle de la Luz B1.An/14

Las Palmas de Gron Canerig {Spain)
Tel; 928462227

Fax: §2B-473428

E-mal;  jtunalpa@idecnet.com

TAKASE, M.

Deputy Director

Far Seas Fisheries Division

Fisheries Agency of Japan

1-2-T Kasumigascki, Chivoda-ku

Tokyo 100

Tel: R1-3-3302 21443

Foax: 81-3-3391 5824

E-mail: miwake-takase@nm.maff.zo.ip

TANAKA K.

Deputy Director

Internationial Affairs Division

Fisherics Agency of Tepan

1-2-1 Kasumipasekd, Chiyodn-ku
Tukya 100

Tel: 81-3-35%1 1086

Fax: 81-3-3502 0511

E-mail:  kengo-tanakn@nm,maff.ge.ip

WADA, M.

Far Seas Fisheries Division

Fisheries Agency of Yapen

1-2-1 Kasumigascki, Chivoda-fu
Tokyo 100

Tel: 81-3-3502 2443

Fax: 41-3-3551 K824

E-mail:  mpsato-wads/@nm.mat.go.ip

WATANABE, T.

Mannging Director

Federation of Japan Tuna Fisheries
Cooperative Associations

2-3-23 Kudankits, Chiyoda-ku
Taleyo 102

Tel: 21-3-3264 G167

Fost: 81-3-3234 74535

E-mail: 1dr4602@nifiyserve.orip

YAGITA, L

Globa! Gardian Trust
Teranomaon 3-7-3, Minate-ku
Tokyo 105

Tel: 81-3-345% 5447
Fex; 81-3-345% 5449

KOREA

EIM, B.K (Head Delagate)
Counselior

Embassy of the Republic of Korea
Gonzalez Amigd, 13

38033 Madrid (Spain)

Tel: 91-3532000

Fax: 81-353200

CaOMMISSION PARTICIPANTE

KM, KR,

Ausigtant Director

Internatinnal Cooperation Division
Ministry of Maritime Affairs and Fishenes
826-14, Iinsol B/D

Yeopsam~long, Kengnam-Ku

Sequl

Tel: B2-2-334 2022

Fax: £2-2-354 2023

E-mail: icdmomaf{@chollian.net

LIBYA

ARUKHADER, A.(Fead Delegate)
Marine Bialogy Center

P.0. Hox 30830 Tajura

Tripoli

Tel: 218-21 3690003

Fax: 21821 3690002

E-mail:  ebokdir@yshoo,com

WEFATI, A,

P.0. Box 4036

Tripali

Tel: 218-21 3340232
Fax: 218-21 3608386

MOROCCO

ABOU EL OUAFA, A (Head Deleguts)

Chef de la Division de la Protection
des Resources Halisutiques

Ministére des Péches Maritimes

Nouveau Quartier Administratif

Haut Agdal - Rabat

Tel; 212-7-688132

Fax: 212-7-688213

E-mail:  abou@mpim.gov.ma

BERRAHQ, A,

Secrétaire Général

Institut Mationat de Recherche Halleutique
2, Rue Timit - Casablanca

Tel: 2122 222090

Fax; 212-2 268967

E-mail: berraho@@inch.org.ma

SROUR, A, _

Institat National de Recherche Halieutique
Centre Régional de Recherche en Méditerrange
H.P. 197 BNINSAR - Nador

Tel: 212-6 604020

Fax: 212.6 603828

E-mail  srour@nadomet,net.ma

RUSSIAN FEDERATION

KUKHORENKG, K.G.{Head Delegate)}
Director, AtlantNIRO

5, U.Donskoy

Kaliningrad 236000

Tel: 0112-215645

Fax: 0112-219997

E-mail: scomber@online.m
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DONSKOY, M.

Vals Compary

1, Dovahenko 5.
Muogcow 119550

Tel: 023-9365030
Fax: 093.9365037

LEONTIEV, 8.

VNIRO

17, U.Kranosclskaya

Maoscow B-107140

Tel: 7-095-264 9445

Fax: 7-095.264 9187
Email:  bubayanf@vniro.msk.su

SAOTOME & PRINCIPE

EVA AURELIO, I.(Head Delepste)
Direcgno das Pescas

C.P. 59 - Sap Tome

Tel: 00239-12-22091

Fax; 00239-13-21095

SOUTH AFRICA

VAN ZYL., LA, (Head Delegaic)
Director

Sea Fislieries

Private Bag X2

Roppe Bay 8012, Cape Town 8012
Tel: 37-21-402 3020

Fax: 27-21-402 3217

KAYE, A,

South African Thna Association
F.C). Box 6501 - Rogpebeai 8012
Tel 27-21421 2432

Fax: 27214252716
E-mml:  andrew@kaytrad.co,s6

PENNEY, A

Pisces Research & Management Consultants
22 Forest Glede, Tokai Road

Taokai 7495

Tel: 27-21-754 238

Fax: 27-21-754 238

E-meil: piscescc@iafrica.com

RAFAEL, A.

S.A. Tuna Association
P.0. Box 7394, Rogpebaai
Cape Town 8012

Tel: 2721473117
Fax: 2721479903

TUNISIA

CHOUAYAKH, A.{Hered Delepsate)
Ministére de 1z Péche

Direction Générale dz la Péche

32 rue Alain Savary

1802 Tunis

Tel: 216 1-800784

Fax: 2156 1.789401

UNITED KINGDOM (Overscas Territories)

TAYLOR, G.(Head Delegate)

Minisiry of Agriculture, Fisheries & Food
Muobel House - Room 423 B

17 Smith Square

London SWIP 3JR

Tel: 0171-238 6328

Fax: 171-238 5721

BE-mail: g.taylor@@fish,mafl gov, uk

BAENES, 1.A.

Director

Department of Agriculture & Fisherics
P.O. Box HM 834

Hanilion HM CX - Bermuds

Tel: 441 2364301

Fax: 441 236-7582

E-meil:  agOsh@ibl.bm

BENJAMIN, G.

Seniar Figheries Gificer
Government of §t.Helena
5t Helena Islands

Tel: 2904530

Fa 290-4900

UNITED STATLS

SCHMITTEN, R.(Head Delegats)
Assistant Administrator for Fisheries
National Marine Fisheries Service
1315 Enst-West Highway

Silver Spring, Maryland 20910

Tel: 301-113 2239

Fax 301-713 2258

E-mail:  relland.schmittenf@noan.gov

BEIDEMAN, N.

Blue Water Fishermen's Association
91C Bayview Avenue

P.C. Box 579

Bamegat Light, New Jersey 08006
Tel: G09-361 9229

Fox: 605484 7310

Baneil:  bwiag@usanet

BLANKENBEKER, K,

Foreign Affairs Specialisi

Office of Sustninable Fisheries

Internatienal Fisheries Division
NMFS/MNOAA

1315 Basl-Wesl Highway

Silver Spring, Maryland 20910

Tek: 301-713 2276

Fax: 301-713 2313

E-mpil: kimberly.blenkenbeker@nora.gov

BRUCE, B.

1.8, House of Regresentatives

Fisheries Subcommilice

Room 805, 0. H.OB,

Washington D.C, 20515

Tel: 202-326 0200

Fax: 202-225 1542

E-matl: bonme bruce@mail. house.gov



CARTER-TRIPP, M.

Embajada de Estados Unidos
Serrano 75

28006 Medrid (Spain}

Tel: 91-5872293

Fax: 91-5872292

Eameil:  esstmad@bitmutler.net

DALTCN, F.

Senate Commerce Committes
308 Dirksen Building
Washiungten D.C. 20510
Tel: 202-224 4912

Fux: 202-228 6303

E-mail: penny dalton@comnierce. senate.gov

DELANEY, G.

601 Pennsybvariin Av,, NW
Suite 900

‘Washington D.C. 20004

Tel: 202434 8230

Fex: 202-630 8817
E-mail:  grdelsney@aol,com

DONOFRIO, J.

Executive Director
Reercational Fishing Allisnce
I.O. Box 308

New Gremz, New Jersey (38224
Tel: 609-294 3313

Fax: 609-294 3816
E-mail:  jdrin{@ecomp com

EAKES, Robert A,

The Red Drum Tackle Shop, Inc.
P.C3. Box 98

Buxton, Morth Carclina 27920

Tek 252-D93 3414

Fex: 252-595 6675

E-mail: bobeakes(@beachlink com

FIELIY, 1.

522 O'Neill Bldg.

Tishcries Cogservation, Widiife an Oceans
Washington D.C. 20515

Tel: 202-226 2311

Fax: 202-226 0522

E-mail: john.field@mail. house gov

FLYNN, I.E.

Office of Senutor John Breaux

516 Hart Senate Building

Washingtan D.C. 20510

Tel: 202-224 0R4S

Fax: 202-228 2577

E-mail: john_flynn@bresux.senate.pov

FOLEY,PF.

Boone Bait Ce.

Box 2965

Winter Park, F1.32790
Tel: 407-973 8773
Fax: 407-973 8776

COMMISSION PARTICIPANTS

GARCTIA TERRY, I,

11.3. Dapertmeni of Comnerce

NOAAMDAS

Herbert C. Hoover Bldg., Roem 5809

14th & Constitution Ave., NW {Room 5804)
Washington D.C. 20230

Tel: 202482 3567

Fax: 202-482 6318

E-mail:  tery.d garcia@@mona.gov

GRAVES, I.

The College of William and Mary
Virginia Institute of Marinz Scieace
Gloucester Point, Virginin 23062
Tel: 804-654 7352

Fax: 804-684 7157

E-mail: graves@vims.cdu

GREENE, K.A

Senate Conunerce Committec

308 Dirksen Building

Whashington D.C. 20510

Tel: 202-224 4912

TFaw 202-228 0303

E-mail: kelly greenef@commerce.sanite.pov

HALLMAN, B.S.

Deputy Director

Office of Marine Consecrvation
Depagtment of Stare, Roeom 5806
22nd & C S, N W,

Whashington 1D.C. 20520

Tel: 202-547 2335

Fax 202-735 1350

HUSTED, R.

National Maring Fisheries Service
NOAA ,

1315 East-West Highway, Room 14729
Silver Spring, Maryland 20910

Tel: 301-713 2347

Fax: 301-713 1917

E-mail: rachel.husted@ncan. gov

JENSEM, W.

Department of Nolura] Resources, Fisherles Service
580 Taylor Avenue

Annapalis, Maryland 21401

Tel: 410-260 8261

Fax: 410-260 8278

E-mail: pjensen@dnr.state,md,us

LENT,R.

Chief, Highly Migratory Species Munggement Division
Wational Marine Fisheries Service

NOAA-DOC-T/TF]

1315 Hast-West Highway

Silver Spripg, Marvlend 20810

Tel: 301-713 2347

Fax: 301-7113 1917

E-mail: rebzcealent@nonn.zav

LEWIS, PF.

NOAA

t4th and Constitution Ave, ITW
Washington D.C. 20234

Tel: 200482 2652

Fax: 2024824307

E-mgil: prudencc.fox@noaa. gav
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MATLOCE, G.

BPisector, Office of Sustainakle Fisheries
NMEE/NOAA

1315 East-West Higliway

Sitver Spring, Maryland 20910

Tek: 301-713 3334

Fax: 301-713 0596

E-mngil:  gary.c.matlocki@noas gov

MeCALL, M.

NOAA-GCF

1325 East-Wes! ITighway

Silver Spring, Maryland 20510

Tel: 301-713 2231

Fax: 301-713 Das8

E-mail:  marinm.mecell@noaa gov

MCKENNA, S.

House Resources Committes

Subcommittee on Fisheries Conservalion
308 ONeill House Office Building
Washington 12.C. 20315

Tel: 202-226 0200

Fax: 202-225 1542

E-mail:  sharon mekenna@meil. house.gov

MORAN, P.E,

Oflice of Sustainable Fisheries
Internaticnal Fisheries Division
NMFS/MNOAA

1313 Enst-West Highway
Silver Spring, Maryland 20910
Tel: 301-713 2378

Fax: 301-713 233
E-meil  pat.moran@noan.gov

NUSSMAN, M.

American Sportfishing Association
1033 Morth Fairlux 3t., Suite 200
Alexandria, Virginia 22314

Tel: 703-51% 369)

Fax: 703-51% 1872

E-mail:  amsportfish@delphi.com

POWERS, I,
Southeast Fisherizs Science Center
NMFS

75 Virginia Beach Drive

Miami, Florida 33149

Tel: 3D3-361 4295

Fax: 305-361 4219

E-mpil:  joseph.powers@noan.pov

RAPPOFORT, 8.

Uniled States Senatc
Commillee on Commerce
SH-428 Washington D.C. 20135
Tzl 202224 3757

Fex: 202224 08245

E-mail:  sloan-rappoport@commerce. senale.gov

RHUAIS, R.P.

Exucutive Director

East Coasl Tuna Assaciation
28 Zion Hill Rond

Sajem, New Inmpshire 03079
Tel: 603-80% REAZ

Fax: 603598 2026
E-mail:  rruaisf@gaol.com
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3COTT,G.P.

Southeast Fisheries Science Center
NMEPS

73 Virginia Beoch Drive

Miami, Florida 33149

Tal: 305-361 4284

Fox 305-361 4219

E-mail:  genmy.scoit@@noas.gov

SISSENWINE, M.P.

Notiona] Marine Fisheries Service
Mortheast Fisheries Science Center

1656 Waler Btrest

Woods Hele, Massachusatis

Tel: 508-495-2233

Fox 508-495-2232

E-mail:  michnel. sissenwine(@noss. gov

TURNER, 5.C.

Soulheast Fisheries Science Center
NMEFS

75 Virginia Beach Drive

Miami, Florida 33149

Tel: 305-361 44832

Tox: 3035-341 4562

E-maill  stavemmer@noan.pov

WARNER-KRAMER, D.
Office of Marine conservetion
Depurtmen of State
Washingtan D.C. 20520

Tel: 202-647 2333

Fax: 202-736 7530
E-mail: dwamerk@stale.gav

WEIES, P,

294 Beguon St.

Baston, Massachussetts 03118
Tel: 978-459 2780

Fux: 978459 2597

WILMOT, D.

Ccean Wildlife Camipaign

1901 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Suite 1100

Washinglon D.C. 20006

Tel: 202-851 2242

Fax: 202-361 4290

Ermail:  dwilmot@uudubon.org

URUGUAY

GALANTE LIATTI, 5.{Head Delegate)
Director General

Instituio MNacional de Pesca
Constituyente 1497

11200 Montevideo

Tal: 59824093959

Fox: 50824013218

MORA, 0.

Constituyente 1497

11200 Montevideo

Tel: 50424004689

Fax: 98240713216
E-mail  omoers(@inapc.gov.uy



YENEZUELA

PULVENIS, I.F.(Head Delegate)
Ministerio dz Reluciouss Exledores

Torre M.RRE., Piso 13, Esquina Carmelilas
Caracas

Tel: T8-2 RG2RRRG

Fa: 582 8193732

F-mail:  dgsfim@impsat.com.ve

GIMENEZ, C.

Ministerio de Agricultura y Cria

Torre Este, Piso 10, Parque Central

Av, Lecuna

Caracas

Tel: 382-509 G384

Tax: 3R2-574 3587

E-mail: 102213.1134G@compuserve.com

FOOD AND AGRICULTLURE ORGANIZATION OF
THE UNITED NATIONS (FA()

FADDA, D.

Bureou Juridique

FaO

Via delle Terme di Caracalln
00100 Roma (Ttaly)

Tal: 396-5225 3872

Fax: 396-5225 4408
E-mail:  deuis.fadda@fzo.org

OBSERVERS

FAROE 1SLANDS (Deomark)

HANSEN, LE.

Bondeheygur 9

FO-100 Torshavn

Faooe Islandy

Tef: 298-310750

Fax: 298-312990

E-meil: {arwipp(@posiolivant.lo

MORTENSEN, K.

Directar General of Fisherias and Maritima Affairs
Ministry of Fisheries

Tinganes, P.O. Box 64

FR-110 Torshavn

Faroe Islands

Tef: 298.353030

Fax: 298-353035

E-mail; kpm@linganes.olivant.fo

SORENSBEN, V.

#26 Trangisvag

Faroe Islands

Tel: 294-371288

Fux: 298-372338

E-mail:  seta@post-olivant. fo

COMMISSION PARTICIPANTS

GUATEMALA

ZUAZILL A,

Presidente - Ecomarinas, 8.4,
la.Ave. 12-46, zona 10

Edill Villa Magna

Of.406 , 4° nivel

Guaternala C.A. 01010

Tel: 302-334 7462

Fax 302-332 1387

E-mail:  ecomarinos(@guate net

ICELAND

STEINHORSDOTTIR, A
Ieelandic Mission te the EC
T4 rue de Treves

Brussels (Belgium

Tel 322-2861700
Tax: 322-2R61770

MEXICO

CAMACHO GAQCS, C.

Subsceretario de Pesca

Lateral Anillo Perifénico Bur No.420Y9, 5° piso
Fraceionammiento Jardines en la Montniin
Delegacion Tlalpan

C.P. 14210

Ménico DT,

Tel: 628 0610

Fox: 628 0636

E-mail: ccomacho@buzon, semamap. pob.mx

COMPEAN IMENEZ, G.A.
PNAAPD Campus Cicese

Km. 102, Carrelers Tijuane-Ensennds
Ap. 1206

22860 Ensenada, Baja California

Tel: 61-743637

Fax: 61-T45638

E-mail:  stundelff@cicese.mx

NAMIBIA

BOTES, .

Ministry of Fisheries and Marine Resources
P.(x. Box 912

Swokopmund

Tel: 264-64 405744

Finx: 264-64 404385

E-mml:  {botes(@mimr.gov.na

COETZEE, G.T.I.

P.O. Box 2216

Walvis Bay

Tel: 264-64 203851

Fex: 264-54 206711

E-mail: catofishing@iafrice.com.nn

33
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ANNEX 4

OPENING ADDRESS BY MR, MANUEL FRAGA IRRIBARNE,
PRESIDENT OF THE COUNCIL OF GALICIA

Distinguished authorities, fadics and gentlemen:

It is a great honor and satisfaction for Galicia, a Community which knows well what it is to be dependent on marine
respurces and what is needed for their correct exploitation, to welcoms this Eleventh Special Meeling of the International
Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas, being inangurated hers today.

On behalf of the Galician pcople, of the Autonomous Government which I am honared to preside, and 1 myself
would like to welcome yon most cordially to our Community #nd hope that your stay among s is a rewarding and happy
one.

As you know, of all the Member States of the European Community, Spain has the most important fishing industry,
Most of the Spanish fishing activity is concentrated in Galicia, which makes it the most important fishing ares in Europe,
as well as being the area most dependent on fisheries, due to the high nurltiplier effect of this produstive activity.

For these reasons, perhaps we in Galicia are more aware than others that the fishing industry and the cconomic
activities deriving from it are only possible becanse of the existence of marine resources which can be exploited. Asa
fesult, we have no doubt that any fisheries policy must be based or the preservation of these resources. 1 believe,
therefore, that this meeting could not take place in a more suitable place.

I am aware of the challenges facing this Intermational Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas and of
the problems which need io be resolved to successfully meet these challenges. 1 am sure that this Eleventh Special
Meeting will, as usual, bring to light imaginative and practical ideas, which will be translated into appropriate
recommendations, in order to bring about improvements which will contribute o optimizing activilies involyving Atlantic
tuna stocks; the balanced exploitation of resources which by definifion are limited, conservatien and monitoring,
mepsures; respecl of the fishing and trading norms threaiened by the so-culled Oaps of converietice, etc.
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As we all know, it is almost trite to mention increasing globalization -the now aceepted concept of the Global
Village- which necessarily obliges us to reexamine international relations in all spheres af hiunan affairs and, as a rasult,
perhaps more importantty, those which affect fishing aclivities,

In this repard we have, Lo give only a few examples, the Code of Conduct for Responsible Fishing, the United
Nations Agreement on Straddling Fish Stocks and Highly Migratory Fish Stocks, and the Agreoment.lo promote
compliance with manapement and conscrvation measures.

What I wish to highlight, in this sense, is quite simple: international cooperation, the open and honesl collaboration
not only between States but also among all those involved in fisherics - Adminisirations, the private sector, producer
organizations, gic,- should be given the lcading role which it deserves, In this context, the role which ICCAT mast play
in its sphere of infinence and competence is of the greaiest significance, as is the case with all erganizations of a
supranational nature, This is ong of e reasens why this meeting is so important,

This year we are faced with a preat challowge which we will have to meet if we wish to strenglhen the credibility
of ICCAT, and for this Comumission o coniinne to be a model for ather fisheries organizations to emulate,

The Scientific Cormmitlee, which we shomld thanik for their excellent work, has shown in its repor thatit is necessary
1o establish new measures for the conservation of some species and 1o develop those measyres which have already been
adopted at previous meetings, with the aim of ensuring a sustainable fishery.

All these measures for the conseryation and management of the resources are, however, insufficient if we do not at
the same time face the growing problem of non-meinber vessels which do not comply with the conservalion measures
established by this Organization, and if we do not put effective controls into practice to ensure the compliance of each
Flag State with these measures,

Vessels belonging to States which are not members of ICCAT and which do not comply wilh ihe conservation
megsures, 4s well as the su-called flags of convenience, not anly contribute to a decline in the stocks of tunas and other
large migratory species, but also constitne unfair competition with respect to those vessels which do comply. To combat
this, the Commission, anticipating ether regional fishery organizations, has already adopted measures aimed at making
it difficnlt to trads the products of such vessels, There remains, however, much to be done, and this organization needs
to examine new methods to favor the exchange of informadon on the actvities of these flects, and sirive [or their
eradication, (Great efforts have already been made in this regard at the international level, the most notable parhaps being
wht is known ag the FAQ Compliance Apreemient, which should be ratified as soon as possible by the greatest possible
number of countries, and which could serve this Organization as a usefiul working tool.

I should fike fo remind those Member States which cooperate to altain a common objeciive, bat which have
difficulties in exercising effective control over the activitics of their flcets, that the sustainability of highly migraiory
species, and thus of snstainable fishing activities in relation to thesa species, is only possible through international
cooperation with the application of conservation and management measures.

I know how difficult it can be to adopt measures at a political 1evel which limil the activity of 2 sectar such as the
fishing industry, which has suffered limitations for many years, but I assure you that it is even more difficult to explain
these measures when the sacrifices of some are offsct by the systematic non-compliance of others.

Therefore, ladies and gentlemen, I hope that your work will help towards a greater cooperation in the application
of conservalion and management measures and, at the same time, ensure the individual respansibility of each State
toward the commitient which they have undertaken,

I should like to take this opportunity 1o ackmowladge the effonts veluntarily made by the French and Spanish purse
seine tuna fleets with the adoption of a time/area closure, the bencfits of which have beon recognized by the Scientitic
Committee, and T encourage all States to follow this exaniple,

I should like to conclude by repeating my welcome 1o you all, ard hope with a1l my heart that you have a pleasant
geay in Galicia, partigularly in Santiage de Compostela, World Heritage City, which the Jacobean Route has converted
into a focal point for the collecton and dissemination of ideas and koowledge from all over Europe.

I sincerely hope that, in spite of your heavy agenda which is Jull of meetings and debates of the utniosl importancs,
that your work will not stap yan from being able 1o enjoy our nature, art and culture,

Thank you,
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ANNEX 51

RECOMMENDATION 8Y ICCAT CONCERNING
THE ESTABLISHMENT OF A CLOSED AREA/SEASON FOR THE
USE OF FISH AGGREGATION DEVICES (FADs)

NOTING that the Commission’s Standing Committea on Research and Siatistics (SCRS) has considered thetime/aren

closures applied voluntarily by vessel awners of the European Community is a very promising approach to reduce catches
of juveniles;

RECALLING that SCRS has considerad that, for this type of misasure 1o be most cfective, it should be applied by all
purse sciners fishing over floating objects;

RECALLING that the strict application of the minimum weight of 3.2 kg for bigeye and yellowlin tunas would entail
the loss of very important catches of adult skipjack;

[ 8]

THE INTERNATIONAL COMMIEZSION FOR THE CONSERVATION
OF ATLANTIC TUNAS {(ICCAT} RECOMMENDS THAT:

Fighing by puvse seiners Oying the flag of Confracting Parties and cooperating non-contracting parties, entities
and fishing entities over floating objects, shall be prohibited during the period and the area specified in
paragraphs 2 and 3 below:

The area referred to in paragraph 1 is the following:

--  Southern limit; parallel 4° South latitude

-~ Notthern limit: parallel 5% North latituda

- Woestern limit; meridian 207 West longitude
-- Eastern limit; the Afxican coast

The period covered by the prahibition of paragraph 1 witi be from 1 November 1999 to 31 January 2000.
The prohibition referred to in paragraph 1 includes;

-- Prohibition to launch all floating chjects;
--  Prohibition to fish aver artificial objects;
~- Prohibition to fisk aver naturzal objects;

- Prohibition to fish with amxdliary vessels;

In 2000, SCRS shall anatyze the impact of the measure on the stock as woll as the area and the dates of this
measure and will recommend any change that may be deemed necessary to improve its cffectiveness,

Coniracling Parties shall cnsurs that all purse seiners concerned by this measure have an observer an board,
during the whole duration of the period, whio shall obscrve the eespeet of the prolubition referred to in
paragraphs 1 to 4.

The observers should possess the following skills in order to discharge their duties:

- sufficient experience to identify species and genr

-~ navipational =kills

- asatizfactory knowledge of the ICCAT conservation measures

-~ theability to carry out elementary seientific tasks e g collecting samples, as requested and observe and record
accurately,

- a satisfaciory knowledge of the language of the flag of the vessel observed.
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ANNEX 5.2

RECOMMENDATION BY ICCAT CONCERNING REGISTRATION
AND EXCHANGE OF INFORMATION OF BIGEYE TUNA FISHING VESSELS

NOTING paragruph 2. in the "Recommendation by ICCAT Concerning Juvenile Bigeye Tuna and Fishing Fles( Size",

adopied by the Commissior in 1997,

RECOGNIZING the need o maintain repistration of bipeye tuna fishing vessels and to devclop measures to prevent

the fishing oparations by unregistered vessels;

62

THE INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION FOR THE CONSERVATION
OF ATLANTIC TUNAS (ICCAT) RECOMMENDS THAT:

All contracting Parties and Cooperating non-contracting partics, entities or fishing entities fishing for bigeye mna
in the Convention Avea shall submit the ICCAT Exceutive Secsetary, by Augest 31% each year, the list of their
respactive vessels larger than 24 meters length overall (LOA) with the exchision of tecreational fishing boats,
that fish for bigeye tuna in the Convention Area. This list of vesscls shall include the following infaormation;

- name of vessels, register number

- previous flag (if any)

- international radio call sign (if any)

- type of vesscl, length and pross repistered tonnage (GRT)
«name and address of owner (5)

The ICCAT Executive Secretary shall circuiate the lists annually or upon request of a Contracting Party or
Parties.

The Contracting Parties and Cooperating non-contracting parties, entities or fishing entities shall notify the
1CCAT Executive Secretary of any information concerning fishing vessels which are not listed accerding to
paragraph I, but believed to be fishing for bigeye waa in the Convention Aren,

a  Ifthe vessel(s) mentioned 1n paragraph 3 is flying a flag of a Contracting Party or a non-coniracting party,
entity or fishing entity, the Executive Secretary shall inform the Contracting Party or non-contracting party,
entity or fishing entity to take necessary measures to prevent the vessels(s) from fishing for bigeye tuna in
the Convention Areg,

b If the flag state of the vessel(s) mentioned in paragraph 3 is non identified, the Exccutive Secretary shall
compile such information for future consideration by the Commission,
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ANNEX 5-3

RECOMMENDATION BY ICCAT ON THE
BIGEYE TUNA CONSERVATION MEASURES FOR FISHING VESSFELS
LARGER THAN 24 METERS LENGTH OVERALL (LOA)

RECALLING that in 1997 the Commission urged parties to reduce ¢aiches of bigeye luna to levels below MBY;

RECOGNIZING that the Coinmission has requested that the Standing Commitice on Research angd Statistics (SCRS)
study and present at its 1999 meeting a range of possible stock recovery scenarios;

CONSIDERING the importance of establishing interim measures pending the developmeat in 1599 by (he
Commission of a stock recovery plan;

THE INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION FOR THE CONSERVATION
OF ATLANTIC TUNAS (ICCAT) RECOMMENDS THAT:

1 Each Contracting Party or Coaperating non-Contracting Party, entity or fishing eality shall, in 1999 and
thereafter, limit the number of their fishing vessels larger than 24 mieters length overall (LOA), with the
exclusion of recreational vessels, which will fisk for bigeye tuna in the Convention arca to the average number
of its fishing vessels actually having fished for bigeye tuna in the Convention arca for two years of 1991 and
1992, Such limitation of the vessel numbers shall be associated with a limitation of Gross Registered Tonnage
(GRT) so as not to increase the tolal Gshing capacity.

2 By August 31, 1999, cach Contracting Party or Cooperating non-coniracting party, entity or fishing entity shall
report to the Commission the limit on the fishing vessel muuber established pursuant to paragraph 1.above and
the basis for calculation. The Commission shail review the appropriateness of such limii and its calculation basis
at the 1999 meeting,

3  That paragraphs I and 2 above do not apply to Cantracting Parties or Cooperating non-contracting parties.
entities or fishing entities that catch annually less than 2,000 MT of bigeye tuna on an average of the recent five
years, When the annual caich of any of those Partics / entities or fishing eniities exceeds 2000 MT before 2001,
the Commission should consider and recommend, if appropriate, new consarvation maasures for bipeye tuna,
applicable 1o them.

4 The Cormumission will consider in 1999 options of conservation measurcs 10 manage by-catch of bigeye tuna by
other fisheries largeling tunas and tnpa-like fishes.

5 That the Commission shall review, at the 2001 meeting, the effcctiveness of this effort control in conjunction
with the slock rccovery plan,

6 Notwithstanding paragraph 1 above, the Commission shall request Chinese Taipsi to lintit in 1999 and thereafter
catchos of Atlantic bigeye tuna to 16,500 MT and the number of their fishing vesscls fishing for Atlantic bigeye
tuna o 123, Such limitatien of the vessel mumber shall be associated with a limitation of Gross Regislered
Tannage (GRT) so as ool to increase (he total fishing capacity.

7 Without prejudice to the full implementation of this Recommendation, pariies should bear in mind the interast
of nl! countries, entities and fishing entities concerned, in accordance with their rights and obligations under
international law, particularly these of developing coastal countries in developing their own fishedies. In this
regard, the parties recognize thal further action may be required, consisient with the need o ensure the
sustainabilily of the fishery resources.
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ANNEX 5-4

RECOMMENDATION BY ICCAT AMENDING THE “"RECOMIVMENDA TION
ON BLUEFIN CATCH LIVITS IN THE EASTERN ATLANTIC OCEAN AND MEDITERRANEAN
SEA” AND THE "RECOMMENDATION ON SUPPLEMENTAL MANAGEMENT MEASURES
CONCERNING AGE 0 BLUEFIN TUNA ™

CONSIDERING the necessity to take further measures ta reduce the catches of juvenile blucfin tuna in the eastern
Atlantic and Mediterranean Sea,

THE INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION FOR THE CONSERVATION
OF ATLANTIC TUNAS (ICCAT} RECOMMENDS THAT:

1 The phrase "of age 0 fish (lcss than 1.8 kg)* in the “Recommendation by ICCAT on Bluefin Catch Limits in the
Eastern Atlantic Ocean and Mediterranean Sea” be replaced by the following phrase; “fish less than 3.2 kg".

2 Thephrase "of age0 fish (<1.8 kg)" inthe "Recommendation by ICCAT on Supplentental Management Measures
Concerning Age 0 Blugfin Tuna* he replaced by the following phrasc “fish of less than 3.2 kg".
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ANNEX 5-3

RECOMMENDATION BY ICCAT ON THE LIMITATION
OF CATCHES OF BLUEFIN TUNA IN THE
EASTERN ATLANTIC AND MEDITERRANEAN

IN FIEW OF the 1998 stock assessment on bluefin tuna in the easiern Atlantic and the Mediterrancan by the
Commission’s Standing Commiitee on Research and Statistics (SCRS), indicating that an annual catch Jevel equai or
higher than 33,000 MT would not be sustainable,

RECOGNIZING the need to reconcile the ﬁecessary conservation of ihe stock with the needs of coastal fishing
cotmmuniiies which are dependent mainly on fishing for this stock,

RECALLING that Croatia was undergoing a state of war during the early 1990s,

h

THE INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION FOR THE CONSERVATION
OF ATLANTIC TUNAS (ICCAT) RECOMMENDS:

That a Total Allowable Catch (TAC) of 32,060 MT for 1999 and of 29,500 MT fur 2000 b established.

That in order to establish an allocation of fishing possibilities, the catches of years 1993 and 1994 (whichever
is higher), as 1a#id down by SCRS before 1098, be used as raference, axcept in the case of Croatia, for which a

specific quota is set for 1995,

2000

76 MT
876 MT
18,590 MT
2,949 MT
615 MT
L199 MT
756 MT

That according to parapraph 2 above, the following allacation scheme be £stablished*
1999

China (People’s Republic) 82 MT

Croatia 950 MT

European Community (EC) ** 20,165 MT

Japan 3,199 MT

Korea 072 MT

Libya 1,300 MT

Morocco - 820 MT

Tunisia 2,326 MT

2,144 MT

Quantitics to be deducted from the 1999 caich quota under the terms of paragraph 2 of the "Recenimendation
by ICCAT Regarding Campliance in the Bluefin Tuna ard Narth Atlantic Swordfish Fisheries", shall be
calculated for all Contracting Parties, with respect to the catch data referred (0 in paragraph 2 above, Bs revised

by SCRS in 1998, -

Thase provisions raplace the 1993 “Recommendation by ICCAT on Supplemental Manogement Measures for

FLastern AHlanfic Bluefin Tuna™.

For (hose non-contraching patics, eatities or fishing entities with catches of biuefin tuna in the east Atlantic :nd
Mediterransan Sea from 1993 onwards, the catch limit for 1999 and 2000 will be calculated according Lo

paragraph 2.
1989
2,486%%

2000
2,20 %xx

Guota allocotions for the year 2000 may be reviewed in light of gpreements deriving from discussions of the Working Group

on Allocalion Criteria that will meet in 1999,

This shore is calculated by ndding the relative shares of each Member State of the European Community, in accordunce with

the terms of paragraph 2.

This tolal inclodes a special allocation to Chinese Taipei of 714 MT in 1999 and 58 MT in the year 2000, a5 Chinese Toipti

has coopereting status.
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ANNEX 5-6

RECOMMENDATION BY ICCAT CONCERNING
THE CHANGES OF CLOSED SEASON FOR THE PURSE SEINE FISHERY
FISHING FOR BLUEFIN TUNA IN THE MEDITERRANEAN SEA

CONSIDERING the need 1o take measures regarding the gears used during periods when their impact is most notable
on juyeniles 4s well as on spawning stogk,

CONSIDERING the insufficient efforts made by Contracting Partics to reduce their own catches of the blucfin tuna
in accordance with different Recommendation adopted by the Commission:

CONSIDERING the highly-migratory characteristics of bluefin tunas, including juveniles, as well as the appaarance
of these juveniles at different imeg in diffsrent arcas of the Medilerrancan Sea:

CONSIDERING and RECALLING the conclusions of the Commission’s Standing Committee on Research and
Statistics (SCRS) that the oxisting closed season is not established on scientific data, as well a8 the obligation of gach
Contracting Party to provide data about catch composition throughout the fishing season for the Medilerranean Sea and
which was provided for the Adriatic Sea;

THE INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION FOR THE CONSERVATION
OF ATLANTIC TUNAS (ICCAT) RECOMMENDS:

I prohibiting purse scine fishing in the Adriatic Sea during €he period fiem 1 - 31 May, in ordar to protect
juveniles;

2 prohibiting purse scine fishing in the other areas of the Mediterrangan Sea during the periad from 16 July - 13
Anpust in order to protect juveniles;

3 The border line between Adriatic and other parts of the Mediterranean will be the Hne which connects the
Albanian - Greck border ling and Cape Santa Maria- Leuca

4  thateach Contracting Party, Cooperaling non-gonfructing Parly, entity or Gsling entity which has a purse seine
biucfin tma fishery in arcas of the Mediterransan Sea prohibii any transfer of its fleets 1o either of the two areas
duzing the above respective closed seasons referred to in paragraphs 1 and 2 above;

3 that this recommendation replace the regulatory measure currently in eflect au a closed season [or the
Mediterrancan blucfin tona purse scing fishing.
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ANNEX 5.7

RECOMMENDATION BY ICCAT TO ESTABLISH
A REBUILDING PROGRAM FOR WESTERN ATLANTIC BLUEFIN TUNA

RECOGNIZING that the Commission’s Standing Cominitiee on Research and Statistics (SCRS) has indicated in Iha
19938 stock assessmient that binafin tuna stocks in the west Atlantic are over-caploited (B<B,,,, F>F,.; 1.c. current biomass
" ig lcss than hiomass at MSY and current fishing mortatity is higher than that of the MSY level);

NOTING that the ohjective of the Conventien is ta maintain populations at levels that wlll support maxintm
sustainable cafch (usnally referred 1o as MSY);

RECALLING thatin 1997, the Commission adopied a resolution for the development of additional recovery scenarios
by the SCRS for bluefin tuna to provide the Cammission with the information needed to consider, dcvelop and improve
long term stock rebuilding plans in 1998,

CONSIDIERING the rebuilding scenarios develeped by SCRS based on the 1998 stock assessmenl;, and
DESIRING to achieve a stock level consistont with the objectives of the Convention witliin twenty years,

GIVEN THAT the SCRS notes that MSY is dynamic, and thercfore there are alternative results in terms of what the
rebuilding target might be;

GIVEN THAT SCRS has provided two models, onc based on the recent patiern of recruitmeni and the ather based on
recruitment that occurred in the 1978s, recognizing that SCRS also indicated there is no reason 0 selact one recruitment
model over anather, it is necessary ta implemeni a monitoring program to ensure that the stock is achieving the rebuilding
objective in future years; and

RECALLING that in 1996, the Commission’s recommendation for a scientific monitoring duala for 1997 and j998
was based on SCRS's advice regarding a total anmusl catch of 2500 MT from which an allawance of 146 MT was dedncied
1o account for estimated dead discards;

THE INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION FOR THE CONSERVATION OF
ATLANTIC TUNAS {ICCAT) RECOMMENDS THAT:

1  The Contracting Parties whose vessels have beee actively fishing for bluefin tuna in the weslern Atlantic will
initiate a 20-year rebuilding program beginning in 1999 and continuing through 2018, with a total allowable
catch (TAC), inclusive of dead discards, of 2500 MT annually, until such time as the TAC is'changed based on
advice from SCRS, in accerdance wilh paragzaphs 2, 3, or 3.

2

The annual TAC, maximum sustainable yield (MSY) target, and 20-year rebuilding period may be adjusted based
upon subsequent SCRS advice. However, no adjnshments to the annual TAC or the 20-year rebuilding period
shall be considered unless: (1) the SCRS advice indicates {hat a TAC greater than 2700 MT will allow the MSY
larget to be achieved within the 20-year rebuilding period with a 50 percent or greater probability, or (2) if the
SCRS advice indicates that a TAC less than 2300 MT is necessary to achieve the MSY target within the 20-vear
rebuilding period with a 30 percent or greater probability.

3  Atsuch time as the SCRS determines the stock size has achieved the level that would produce MSY, TAC levels
up to the level of M3Y will be considered.

4 The allocation of the annual TAC, inclﬁsive of dead discards, will be as indicated below .
8 An amount equal ta 79 MT or 2.82% of the TAC, whichever is greater, will be deducted from the TAC as
an allawance for dead diseards. The TAC, minus the allowance for dead discards, is the amount of catchi fhat

can be retained,

b The United Kingdom, {in respect of Bermuda) and France {in respect of S{ Pierre et Miguelon) will each
receive a quota (for catch that can be retdined) of 4 MT;

u?
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¢ Ifthe remainder of the TAC, afier subtracting the allowance for dead discards and the quotas for the United
Kingdom (in respect of Bermuda) and France (in respect of St Pietrre et Miguele), is less than 2413 MT,
the remainder will be allacated (as catch that ¢an be retained) as follows:

USA 57.48%
Canada : 2375 %
Japan 18,77 %

d Ifthe remainder of the annnal TAC, after subtracting the allowance for dead discards and the quotas for the
United Kingdom {in respect of Bermuda) and France (in respect of St Pierre et Miquelon), equals 2413 MT,
the remainder will be allocated (as carch that can be retained) as follows;

USA ' 1387 MT
Canada 373 MT
Japan 453 MT

These are the quotas {of catch that can be redained) for a TAC of 2500 MT annually,

¢ Hthe remainder of the TAC, after subtracting the allowance for dead discards and the quotas for the United
Kingdorm (in respect of Bennuda) and France (in respect of St Pierre et Migquelon), is between 2413 MT and
2660 MT, the amouni in excess of 2413 MT will be allocated (as catch that can be retained) to Japam;

f Ifthe remainder of the TAC, after subtracting the allowance for dead discards and the quotas for the United
Kingdom (inrespect of Bermuda) and France (in respect of St Pierre et Miguelon), is greater than 2660 MT,
the remainder will be allocated {as catch that can be retained) as follows:

USA §2.14 %
Canada 21.34 %
Japan 26.32 %

g The distelbution of the allowance of dead discards will be 85.72 % for the USA and 7.14% each for Canada
and Japan. If a Contracting Party's fishing activity results in an amount of dead discards in excess of the
Contracting Party’s allowance, it must deduct the amount in excess of the allawance, from its aliocation of
catch that can be retained. If a Contracting Party’s fishing activity results in less dead discards than is
allowance, 1t may add coe half of the difference between the amount of dead discards and the allowance,
to its allocation of catch that can be retained,

If scientific evidence results in an SCRS recommendation ta alter the definilion of management unils, or o take
explicit account of mixing beiwecen management units, then the rebuilding program shall be re-evaluated.

Starting i the year 1999, unused quota or overage from the previous year, shall be added or subtracied, as
appropriate, to the current year’s caich that can be retained,

In the vear 2000, and thereafter every two years, SCRS will conduct a stock assessment and provide advice
refative to paragraphs 2,3,and 3.

Contracting Parties, non—contracting parties, entities and fishing entities will prohibit the taking and Ianding of
western Atlantic bluefin tuna weighing less than 30 kg, or in the aiternative having a fork length of less than 115
4111 .

Notwithstanding the above measures, Contracling Parties, non-contracting parties, entities and fishing entities
may grant tolerances to capture western Atlantic bluefin tuna either weighing less than 30 kg, or in the
allernative having a fork length Toss than 115 cm; provided they limit the take of these fish so that the average
over each four-consecutive-year quoia balancing period is no more than 8% by weight of the total blucfin quota
on a national basis, and institrie measures {o deny economic gain to the fishermen from such fish.

The adoption of the above measures must not imply any modification of the [CCAT Recommendation adopted
in 1974 concerning 8 minimum weight of 6.4 kg adopted for all Atlantic bluefin tuna,
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Contracting Parties, non-cantracting parties, entities and fishing entities will encourage their commercial and
recreational fishermen to tag and relzase all fish less than 30 kg or in the allernative having a fork length less
than 113 cm.

All Coniracting Parties, nan-contracting, parlies, entities and fishing entities shall monilor and report on all
sources of fishing mortality, including dead discards, and shall minimize dead discards to the extent practicable.
All Conlracting Parlies, non-coniracling parlies, entities and fishing entities shall provide thé best available data
Tor the assessment of the stack by SCRS, including information on the catches of the roadest range of age classes |
possible, consistent with minimurn size restrictions.

The provisions of the Recommendation Regarding Compliance in the Bluefin 'T'u.na and North Atlantic Swordfish
Fisheries, adopied al the 1996 Commission meeting, shall apply. '

In order to avoid increasing fishing mnriﬂlity of bluefin tuna in the eastern or western Allantic, Contracting
Parties, non-contracting parties, entities and fishing entities will continoe to 1ake measures 10 prohibit any
transfer of fishing effort from the western Atlantic to the eastern Atlantic and from the eastern (o the western
Atlantic,

There shall be no directed fishery an the hluefin tina spawning stocks in the western Atlantic in spawning arcas
such as the Gulf of Mexice,

Notwithstanding the provisions of Article VIII, paragraph 2, of the Convention, with respect ta the annual
cuunt:} quotas established above, the Caontracting Parties whose vessels have been actively ishing for bluefin
tuna in the western Atlantic shall implement th:ls recommendation as soon as possible in accordance wilh the
regulatory provedures of each country.
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AMNNEX 3-8

RECOMMENDATION BY FCCAT CONCERNING
THE LIMITATION OF FISHING CAPACITY ON NORTHERN ALBACORE

RECOGNIZING that the stock of northern albacore is considered by the Commission’s Standing Committes on
Research and Statistics (SCRS) to be close to full exploitation;

RECALLING hat SCRS has recommended over the last years that fishing mortality on this stock should not be
increased with regard to the current level;

CONSIDERING that, in order to provent a further increase in fishing mortality it is necessary 1o limit the fishing
capacity at the level of recent years;

Lh

THE INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION FOR THE CONSERVATION
OF ATLANTIC TUNAS (ICCAT) RECOMMENDS THAT:

Contracling Parties, non-centacting parties, entities or fishing entities fishing for northern albacore shall limit
the fishing capacity of their vessels, exclusive of recreational vessels, for this stock from 1999 onwards, through
a limilation of the number vessels to the average number in the period 1993-1995,

In order to control the compliance with this recommendation, Contracting Partics, and non-contracting
parties, entitics or fishing entities shall submit, by 1 June 1899, a list of the vessels, exclusive of recreational
vessels, participating in a directed fishery for northern albacore in the vears referred fo in paragraph I and,
by 1 Junc and every year thereafier, the list of vessels which will participate in a directed fishery for this
stock.

The provisions of paragraphs 1 and 2 will not apply to Contracting Parties, nost-contracting parties, entitics
or fishing entities whose average calches are less than 200 MT,

Conlracting Parties, non-contracting parties, entities and fishing entities referred to in paragraph 3 above
shall limit their annual catches to 200 MT,

Contracting Parties, non-cantracting parties, entities or fishing entities which have already met or will meat
by the end of 1999 the requirements of paragraph 1 are not subject lo the requirements of paragraphs 3 and 4
and are subject to the reporting requirements of paragraph 2,

Japan endeavor to Limil iis towal catches of northern albacore ta no morc than 4% by weight of its tolal
longline bigeye tuna catch in the Atlantic Ocean,

The Commission requests SCRS 1o carry out an evaluation of the fishing capacity of the different fleats /
gears that participate in this fishery with a view to establish Gshing effort correspondence,
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ANNEX 5-9

RECOMMENDATION BY ICCAT
ON REVISION, IMPLEMENTATION AND SHARING
OF THE SOUTHERN ALBACORE CATCH LIMIT

NOTING (hat updated stock assessment conducted during 1998 indicates that the replacement yicld of the southem
albacore stock is estimated to be 28,200 MT, and that current catch levels appear to be sustainable;

RECOGNIZING the needs of developing coastal states who wish to further develop fisheries within their EEZs:

ALSG RECOGNIZING the needs of distant water fishing countries, entities and Sshing entities that wish Lo maintain
tuna fisheries in the Atlantic Ocean;

NOTING, however, that initintives are underway to discuss quota allocgtion criteriy [or Atlantic tuna resources, and
not wishing 1o pre-empt the oufcome of those initiatives;

RECOGMZING exdsting co-aperative arrangemenis hetiveen countries exploiting southent albacore, and wighing to
promole closer management co-operation belween countries, entities or fishing entities actively fishing for alhacore inthe
southern Atlantic Ocean;

DESIRING o implement effective measures to limit calches of southern albacore to sustzinable levels;

THE INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION FOR THE CONSERVATION
OF ATLANTIC TUNAS (ICCAT) RECOMMENDS THAT:

1 The total catch limit for albacore caught in the Adantic Ocean South of 3°N be set ac 28,200 MT for 1999, thai
being the cyrrent estimated replacement vield of that stock,

2 Thecatch limit for sonthern albacore canght by countries, eatities or fishinp entitics Oshing activeiy for southern
albacore, other than the European Community, as defined in the 1997 southcr albacore catch limit
recommendation, be set at 27,200 MT for 1999, with effect from | Januwary 1999,

3 Thaose countries, entities or fishing entities referted o in paragraph Z above implement effective monitoring
systems for soithern albacore catches by their fishing fiects, capable of determining {otal southern albacore
caiches by their fleets within two months of those catches having been made;

4 Those coundrics, entities or fishing eatitics referred (o in paragraph 2 above report total curnulative sputhern
albacors catches to a designated Contracting Party actively fishing for southern albacorc within two months of
those catches having been made,

3 The designated Contracting Party maintain records of those cumutative catches and notify actively fishing
cauatries, entities or fishing entities, as well asthe ICCAT Secretariat, of the cumnlative southern albacore cateh
levels eacli two months.

6 The designated Contracting Party notify all {hose countries, entitizs or fishing entities referred to in paragraph
2 above when 2 total cumulative southern albacore calch level of 21,760 MT by those countries is reached, this
being 20 % below the catch limit of 27,200 MT.

7  Those countries, entities or fishing enlities referred lo in paragraph 2 above immediately initiate mulii-lateral
discussions when the 21,760 MT waming catch ievel is reached, in arder to decide an sieps fo be taken 1o prevent
total catches by those countries, entities or fishing entities from exceeding the catch limit of 27,200 MT,
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Those countries, endties or fishing entities referred to in paragraph 2 ahove immediately implernent mexsures
1o stop fishing for southern afbacore when the established catch limit of 27,200 MT is reached, so as to ensare
hat that limit is nol exceeded.

Countries, enlities or fishing entities, not fishing actively for southern albacore but not including Japan, as
defined in the 1957 southern albacore catch limit recommendation, he subject to an annual catch limit of no morc
than 110% of their average 1992-1996 catch of albacere in the Atlantic Ocean scuth of 5°N. This provision shall
also apply ta the European Community,

Japan endeavor to limit fts tatal catch of southern albacore to no more than 4 % by weight of its total longlinc
bigeye tuna calch in the Atlantic Ocean south of 5°N.

The southern albacore catch limit and other management measures be reviewed, and revised as necessary, at the
1999 ICCAT Comunission mesting.
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ANNEX 5-10
RECOMMENDATION BY ICCAT REGARDING ATLANTIC BILLFISHES

EXPRESSING CONCERN that the Commission’s Siasding Commitiee on Rescarch and Statistics {SCRS) estimated
in 1996 the biomass of Atlantic blue marlin to be 24% of that necessary to produce MSY and the biomass of Atlantic white
marlin io be 23% of thal necessary to produce MSY;

BEING ATWARE that the 1996 stock assessmenis were derived in part from problematic data as noted in the SCRS
Report,

RECOGNIZING that all Contracting Partics, non-contracting partics, entities or fishing entitics will reduce landings
of Atlantic blne marlin arsd Atlantic white marlin by at least 25% for each speries from 1996 landings by the end of 1895;

NOTING that such reductions may not be evident in data reported to the SCRS until the year 2000 or thereaficr;

RECALLING that the SCRS last conducted an assessment of western Atlantic sailfish in 1993 and eastern Atiantic
sailfish in 1997:

ALS0 NOTING that the Commissian will need information to develop long term rebuilding plans for any stocks that
are identified as over-exploited by the SCRS; and

THE INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION FOR THE CONSERVATION
OF ATLANTIC TUNAS (ICCAT} RECOMMENDS THAT:

1 The landings of blue marlin and white marlin by cach Contracting Party, non-contracting party, entity, and
fishing entity in the year 2000 must be no more than the levels of landings of biue marlin and white marlin
required 1o be achieved by the end of 1599.

2 The SCRS postpone the assessments of Atlantic blue marlin and Atlantic white marlin scheduled to be conducted
in 1999 nntil the year 2000, In 2001, the SCRE shall conduct assessments of western Ailantic sailfish and
eastern Atlantic sailfish, If any stoclss are identified as over-exploited based on the new assessments, the SCRS
will develop different stack recovery scenaries to levels that support MSY I the SCRS cousiders the data
sulficical 1o do so. Contracling Parlics, nor-contracting parlics, catities, and fishing entilies shall underiake to
provide the best avaiiable Task I and Task II data that will enable the SCRS to accomplish thesc analyses, All
Contracting Parties, non-coniracling parties, entities and fishing entities shall repert sailfish and spearfish daia
separately and if feasible provide historical dats for those species as well.

NB: Paragraph 2 of this document supercedes paragraph 4 of the 1897 "Recommendation by ICCAT Regording Atlantic
Blue Marlin and Atlantic White Murlin™ adopted by (he Commission atits Fificenth Regolar Meeting and which entered
inte force on JTune 13, 1598.

T3
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ANNEX. 3-11

RECOMMENDATION BY ICCAT CONCERNING
THE BAN ON LANDINGS AND TRANSHIPMENTS OF VESSELS
FROM NON CONTRACTING PARTIES IDENTIFIED AS HAVING COMMITTED
A SERIOUS INFRINGEMENT

RECOGNIZING the :mpmmncr: of ensuring compliance of vessels from nen- contrachng parties, cntitics or fishing

entities with ICCAT rules;

CONSIDERING: that ICCAT adopted in November 1997 a Recommendation cancerning the transhipments and vessel

sightings and that, therefore, Contracting Parties of ICCAT have an obligation Lo report immediately the sightings of
vessels from non-contracting parties, entitics or fishing entities fishing in contravention to FCCAT rules:

T4

THE INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION FOR THE CONSERVATION
OF ATLANTIC TUNAS (ICCAT) RECOMMENDS THAT:

A vessel flying the flag of a non-conlracting party, entity or fishing entity, which has beew sighted in the ICCAT

Convention Area, in conformity with the conditions of paragraph 4 of the “Recommendation by ICCAT o
Transshipment and Vessel Sightings”, adopted in November 1997, is presumed to be undermining ICCAT
COMServation measures.

When a vessel of a non-contracting party, cntity or fishing cntity referred o in paragraph 1 ¢oters voluntarily
a porl of any Contracting Party, it shall be inspected by authornized Contracting Party officials knowledgeable of
[CCAT measures and shall not be allowed to land or tranship any fish until this inspection has taken place, Such
inspections shall include the vessel's documents, Jogbooks, Hshing gear, catch on board and any ather matter
relating o the vessel's activities inthe Conventlon Area.

Landings and transhipments of all fish frem vessels of 8 non-vontracting party, entity or fishing entity which
have been imspected pursuant to paragraph 2, shall bo prohibited in a1l Contracting Party parts if such inspection
reveals that the vessel has onboard species sub_]cct to ICCAT conservation measures, unless the vessel establishes
that the fish were caught outside the Convention Area or in compliance with the relevant ICCAT conservation
megsures and requirements under the Convention.

Information on the results of all inspections of vessels of non-contracting parties, entities or fishing entitics,
conducted in the ports of Cantracting Parties, and any subscquent aclion, shall be transmitted immediately to the
Commission. The Secrefariat shall transmilt this information to all Contracting Parties and to the relavant flag
State(s).
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ANNEX 5-12

RECOMMENDATION BY ICCAT ON VALIDATION
OF THE BLUEFIN TUNA STATISTICAL DOCUMENT
BY THE EUROPEAN COMMUNITY

RECALLING the Recommendations and Resolutions adopled in relation to the Bluelin Tuna Statistical Document
Propram;

NOTING thit the Buropean Community is a Contracting Party 1o ICCAT and that il is necessary to replace the
"Recommendation By ICCAT on Validation of the Bluafin Tuna Stalistical Documentis Between JCCAT Coniracting
Parties Which arc Members of the Eurapean Communily ™,

TAING INTO ACCOUNT the structure of comumcrcial iramsactions and landings of blucfin tuna in ihe
Meditersanean, particularly between Member States of the European Community; S

TAKING INTG ACCOUNT that the European Communily constitutes a single market and that the commercial
transactions between its Member States do not suppose imports in {he sense implied in {he Resalulions and
Recommendations relative to the ICCAT Bluefin Tuna Statistical Document Program;

RECALLING the need to improve transparency of information in relation 1o the origin of the catches and irade of
bluahin tena in the Mediterranean;

THE INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION FOR THE CONSERVATION
OF ATLANTIC TUNAS (CCAT) RECOMMENDS:

FIRST: Statistical documents for bluefin tuna caught by fishing vessels flving the flag of 4 Member State ofthe
Community may be validated by the competent authoritics of the Member State whose flag the vessel
Nies or by those of a different Member Siate where the products are landed, provided the corresponding
quantities of bluefin tuna are exported outside the Community from the territery of the Member State
of landing,

SECOND! The Furopean Community will transmit the information on the authorities of the Member Siates
anthorized to validate the bluefin funa siatistical documents including sample impressions of stamp or
seal to the Secretariat, which in tum will transmit it to the other Coniracling Parlies. The validation
system established in this Recommendation will enter into force two months after ¢he receipt by all
Contracting Parties of such notification from the Secretariat.

THIRD: That ICCAT Contracting Parties which import biucfin tuna accept the statistical documents validated
in accordance with the procedurcs described in the First paregraph,

FOURTH: That the campetent authorities of the Member States of the European Community that validate the
statistical docurnents in accordance with the procedure described in the First paragraph will require
from the bluefin tuna dealer which introduces it inte his territory, the necessary documents validaled
by the parties invglved in the contract of the ransaction, which indicate the guantity of bluafin wna
acquired and the vessel which canght i,
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ANNEX 5-13

SUPPLEMENTAL RECOMMENDATION BY ICCAT
REGARDING COMPLIANCE IN THE
BLUEFIN TUNA AND ATLANTIC SWORDFISH FISHERIES

RECALLING the “Recommendation by ICCAT Regarding Campliarce in the Biuefin Tuna and North Atlantic
Swordftsh Fisheries™, adopted at the 1996 Commission meeting, and the “Reconmmendation by {CCAT Regarding
Compliance in the South Adantic Swordfish Fishery”, adopted at the 1997 Commission meeting;

BEING AWARE that all Conlracting Parties may not have the necessary data available when establishing catch Jimits
for a management period immediately subsequent to a management period in which an over-harvest accurred, and thus
would be unable o comply with the compliance provisions embodied in paragraph 2 of the 1996 Recommendation
Regarding Compliance in the Bluefin Tuna and North Atlantic Swordfish Fisheries and also applicable to (he Sonlh
Atlantic swordfish fshery;

THE INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION FOR THE CONSERVATION
OF ATLANTIC TUNAS (ICCAT) RECOMMENDS THAT:

Notwithstanding paragraph 2 of the 1996 “Recommendation Regarding Compliance in the Bluefin Tuna and
North Atlantic Swordfish Fisheries”, which also applics to the South Aulantic swordfish fishery, any quaota/caich limil
underages (if specified in the relevant management recommendation) and overages in the quota year arc to be
subtracted or added, as appropriatc, to the respective quota/catch limit in or hefore the adjustment vear, as set forlh
belaw: '

HARVESTING YEAR ADJUSTMENT YEAR
Swordfish-North 1897 ' 1999
Atlantic
1998 2000
1999 2001
Bluefin Tuna-East 1997 1999
Atlantic Medit,
1998 .| 2000
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ANNEX 5-14

RECOMMENDATION BY ICCAT ON APPLICATION OF
THREE COMPLIANCE RECOMMENDATIONS

RECALLING the "Recommendation on Application of the Recommendation by ICCAT Regarding Compliance in
the Bluefin Tuna and North Atlanfic Swoerdfish” fisheries adopted at the 1996 Commission Meeting, the
"Recommendaiion by ICCAT Regarding Comipliance in the South A#antic Swardfish Fishery”, adopted at the 1997
Commissinn meeting, and the “Recammandatian by FCCAT to Improve Compllance with Minimum Size Regularions”
adopted at the 1927 Comsmission Meating;

RECOGNIZING the necd to establish procedures regarding the implementation of the three compliance
recommendations:

THE INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION FOR THE CONSERVATION
OF ATLANTIC TUNAS ICCAT) RECOMMENDS THAT:

1 Each Contracting Party shail include in its National Report o completed "ICCAT Reporting Tahle" (A model
table for reporting 1997 catches is attached) for each of its applicable fisheries. The Tables shall be completed
each year with the catch statistics submitted to the SCRS for the current reporting year and any revisions for
previous years' daia. ‘

2 Coneisient with paragraph 1 of the 1996 pnd 1997 Recommendations regarding compliance, and any other
recommendations concerning compliance (5o that it would apply to all future compliance recommendations) at
each annual meeting of the Compliance Committee, each Contracting Party shall repori the informalion
presented in its ICCAT Reporting Tahles, inclading a detailed explanation of any over-harvest of tofal catch
and/or minimum size tolerance levels, the actions already taken, or io be taken, (o prevent further over-harvest,
and the dates by which such actions will be taken,

3 Annually after ail Contracting Parties have teported, consisteni with paragraph 2, the Commitice, with the
assistance of the ICCAT Secretariat, shall prepare and distribute to the Contracting Parties a “Compliance
Ammex™ that includes; (1) all catch limifs and miniouan sizes/iolerances to which each Contracting Party is
subject; (2) each Party's catch statistics submitied to the SCRS for the current reporting year, and any revisions
to previous years' data; (3) any overages and underages; (4) all catch limit reductions that each Party must take
pursuant to paragraph 2; and (5) ihe dates by when such reductions shall be taken. The Compliance Annex will
be attached 1o the Compliance Committes Report.
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Model ICCAT Reporting Table
Provide catch statistics submitted to the SCRS for the current rcportmg, year and any revisions for previous years= data.
Cualendar year, unless otherwise indicated

Panel 1 - bigeye, yellowfin and skipjack tunas:

Species/Region Catch Limit Catches ‘ Estimated catch over/ under Estimated Caich over 15%
catch limit tolerance of fish below 3.2kg

Bigeye

Yellowfin

Skipjack

In case of over-harvest, explain how the over-harvest occurred and the actions {aken, or (o be taken, 1o prevent furiher over-harvest:

In case of harvest in excess of specified minimum size, explain domestic measures implemented 1o avoid further overharvest, the moniloring of compllance wilh domestic
measures, and any other actions io be laken to prevent over-harvest,

Other comments:

Panel 2 - North Atlantic bluefin tuna and albacore:

Species/Region Caftch limit Catch - Estimated Catch of Estimated catch over 15% | Estimated catch over 8%
Catch over/ . | Aged tolerance of fish below tolerance of fish helow 30kg or
under catch -6.4kyg 115cm
limit

Wesltern BFT

Eastern BFT

N. Albacore

Tn case of over-harvest, explain how the over-harvest occurred and the actions taken, or to be taken; {o prevent further over-hanvest:

Tn case of harvest in excess of specilied minimum size, explain domestic measures implemenied to avoid further over-harvest, the monitoring of compliance with domestic
measures, and any other actions to be taken o prevent over-harvest.

Other comments:



Pancl 3 - South Atlantic albacore

Species/Repion Catch limit Catches Estimated catch over/ under catch
| limit

S. Albacore

In case ol over-harvest, explain how the over-harvest occurred and the actions taken, or to be taken, to prevent further over-harvest.

In case of harvest in excess of specificd minimum size, explain domestic measures implemented o avoid furiher over-harvest, the monitoring of compliance with demestic
measures, and any otber actions {o be taken to prevent over-harvest.

Other comments:

Panel 4 - swordfish and billfish:

T

Species/Region Catch limit Catches (SWO); Estimated SWO caich over/ Estimated SWO cateh less than
(SWQO); Landings (BIL) under catch limit 119 cm OR ceatch over 13%
Landings (BIL) ' : tolerance of fish less than 125 cm

North Atlantic Swordlish

South Atlantic Sword(ish

Atlantic white marlin

Atlantic blne marlin

In case of over-harvest, explain how the over-harvest occurred and ihe actions taken, or to be taken, to prevent further over-harvest:

Tnt casc of harvest in excess of specified minimum size, explain domestic measures implemented to avoid further over-harvest, the monitoring of compliance with domestic
measures, and any other actions {o be taken to prevent ‘over-harvest.

Other comments:
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ANNEX 5-15

RESOLUTION BY ICCAT
TO ESTABLISH A WORKING-GROUP ON ALLOCATION CRITERIA

CONSIDERING the need to sireagilen ICCAT as a regional fisheries management body;

TAKING into account the applicable rules of International Law and the principles of the relevant international

agreements and instruments referring to conservation and management measures;

RECALLING the responsibitities of LCCAT in relation to the implementation of the provisions of the FAQ Code of

Conduet for Respensible Fishing and olher relevant inlernational instruments;

o |
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REAFFIRMING the commitment of the Parties 1o give full implementation to the current regulatory measures;

THE INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION FOR THE CONSERVATION
OF THE ATLANTIC TUNA (ICCAT) RESOLVES:

To establish an open-ended Warking Group on Allocation Criteria, whose Terms of Reference shall be:

a To analyze and consider recommending criteria for quota ailocation, including alincalion matters affecting
current Contracting Parties, new Contracting Parties and nen-contracting parties, entities or fishing entiliss, to
be adopted by ICCAT,; and

b To analyzc and consider other relevant maiters related to this chjective.

In carrying outl its assipumenl, the Working Group shali:

¢ Report its progress on paragraphs 1¢a) and 1(b) above to the Secretarial of ICCAT in a defined time frame,
d Be assisted by the ICCAT Scerelariat;
e Malke every effart to hold at least one mesting before the next repular mesting of the Commission.

And

To invite observers at ICCAT mectings, FAQ, and other regional fisheries organizations to participate in the mecliings
of the Working Group,



1898 RECOMMENZIATIONS & RESOLUTIONS

ANNEX 5-16

RESOLUTION BY 1ICCAT FOR THE DEVELOPMENT OF
REBUILDING PLANS FOR ATLANTIC BIGEYE TUNA

RECOGNIZING that the Standing Committee on Research and Siatistics (SCRS) in 1897 estimated the biomass of
Atlantic bigeye tuna to be 60 to 80% of Bysy (biomass at MSY) and fshing mortality in 1996 (Fie) (0 be 1.5 to 2.2 times
¥izy and that later some voluntary regulatmns in order to reduce the catches of ]uvcmle catshes were adopisd for some
fleets;

NOTING that the goal of ICCAT is to maintain populations of tuna and tuna-like fishes in the Atlantic at levels that
will permit harvesting maximum sustainable eatch;

CONSIDERING the need for action to ensure the effectivencss of ICCAT objectives to conserve and manage bigeye
tuna.

THE INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION FOR THE CONSERVATION
OF ATLANTIC TUNAS (ICCAT) RESOLVES THAT:

1 Using ihe most recent stock assessment, and if the stock is below a Esvel that would produce MSY, the SCRS will
develop stock rebuilding scenarios to levels that support MSY, if the SCRS considers the data sufficient 1o do
50.

2 The SCRS explicitly state how they incorporale assumptions regarding size camposmon of catch in their
assessment as well as in their projections.

3 All Contracting Parties, non-~contracting partics, catitics, and fishing cniities undertake to provide SCRS with
the best available Task I, Tesk II, and CPUE data, mcludmg size composition of their catch and depd discards
te support this assessmant,

a1
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ANNEX 5-17

RESOLUTION BY ICCAT FOR THE DEVELOPMENT OF
RECOVERY SCENARIOS FOR NORTH AND SOUTH ATLANTIC SWORDFISH

RECOGNIZING that the Standing Committee on Research and Staistics (SCRS) estimated the 1996 biomass of North

Atlantic Swardfish to be 58 % of that needed for maximum sustainable yield (MSY) with a refative fishing morality
(F10es/Fusy) of 2.05, and identified the North Atlaniic stock as over-gxpleiled, .

NOTING that the SCRS estimated the 1996 biomass of South Atlantic swordfish to be 99 %, of that needed for MEY,

and a relative fishing montality of 1,24, with preliminary analyses indicating that curreat Jevels of harvesl are not
sustainable, '

FURTHER RECOGNIZING that the goal of ICCAT is to matntain populations of funa and una-like fishes in the

Aflantic at levels that will support maximum sustainable catcl

CONSIDERING the need for action to ensurc the efectiveness of ICCAT objectives to conserve and manage Norih

and South Adantic SwordFfsh;

82

THE INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION FOR THE CONSERVATION
OF ATLANTIC TUNAS (ICCAT) RESOLVES THAT:

If the results of the 1399 stack assessments of North Atlantic and South Atlantic swordfish indicate that biamass
of either stock is below fevels that would produce MSY, the SCRS develop al ils 1999 assessment meeting
rebuilding options for Morth and South Atlanlic swordfish. :

Based on stock prajections the SCRS shall estimate a series of annual total allowahle catches (1A Cs), including
dead discards, that are necessary to rebuild to biomags levels that would support MSY with a probability of
greater thai 50 %, within time pericds of 5, 10, and 15 years and/or other appropriate limes, The rebuilding plans
shali include scheduled assessments of the progress being made toward accomplishing the rebuilding goals,

The SCRE shall explicitly describe the methed by which discards were estimated and inclnded in ils assessmeont
and projections.

The SCRS evaluate the effectiveness of the current swordfish regulations for achieving the ICCAT swordfish
conservation measures especially the minimum size, and evaluate aliernative methods for recucing small fish
moriality,

All Contracting Parties, non-contracting parties, entities, and fishing entities undertaks to provide SCRS with
the best available Task I, Task H, calch at size, (including discard mortality) and CPUE data to suppart this
assessment.

In addition, studies showld be carried out to clarify the criteria to fallow in assigning to the North Atlantic or
Mediterranzan stocks, catches taken by (hose fleets that fish in {he arcas close to the Strait of Gibraltar.



1988 RECOMMENDATIONS & RESOLUTIONS

ANNEX 5-18

RESOLUTION BY ICCAT
CONCERNING THE UNREPORTED AND UNREGULATED
CATCHES OF TUNAS BY LARGE SCALE LONGLINE
VESSELS IN THE CONVENTION AREA

RECOGNVIZING that a large number of large scale longline vessels are catching Atlantic bluefin tuna, bigeye tuna,
swardfish and other tunas and tuna like species in the Convention Arca without rcpomng r.heu catches 10 the Commission
or respecting the ICCAT conservaiion measures, : i

BEING AWARE that a constderable number of those longline vessels have transferred their flags from Belize,
Hornduras and Panama to Contracting Parties, non contracling parties, entilies or fishing enlities, so s to avoid the trade
restrictive measures,

TAKING INTO ACCOUNT 1he scricus threat that those longline vessels are posing to the ICCAT resource
conservation measares for Atlantic bluafin tuna as well as other tunas and tuna like species,

NOTING that this situalion must be addressed in Lhe light of the Code of Conduct of Responsible Fisheries and other
relevant inlernational instrmoents such as the 1953 Compliance Agreement and in accordance with the relevant rights
and obligations established in the World Trade Organization {(WT(O) Agreement.

THE INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION FOR THE CONSERVATICN
OF ATLANTIC TUNAS (JCCAT) RESOLVES THAT:

1 The Comunissign shall request the Contragting Parties, Cooporating non-contracting parties, entities or fishing
crtitics which import frazen tunas and tuna-like fish products or in which those products arc landed to collect
and examine as much import or landing data and associated information as possible and sobmit the following
information to the Commission sach year:

Names of the longline vessels which caught and produced such frozen tuna products,
Flag states of those vessels,

Species of tuna and tuna like species of the products,

Areas of catch (Allantic Ocean, Medilerrancan Sea, or other arca),

Product weight by product type,

Points of expart,

Names and addresses of owners of the vessals,

Registration

ot ~h OB O oot R

2 The Compliance Commitiee and the Permanent Woerking Group for the Improvement of ICCAT Stalistics and
Conservation Measures (PWG) shatk review annually e information submitted (o the Comutlission pursuant to
paragraph 1 above and identify those Contracting Partics and non-contracting partics/cntitics or fishing entities
whase large-scale longline vessels have been fishing tuna and tuna-like specics in a manner which diminishes
the effectiveness of the ICCAT conservation and management megsures, based npon the above information, the
information obtained through national statistics and the Bliefin Tana Statistical Document Program, as well as
other relevant information obtained in ports and 2t the hshing grounds.

3 The Commissionshall request those Contraciing and non-caontracling parties/entities ar fishing entiies identified
in paragraph 2 above to take all necessary measures so as not to diminish the clfectiveness of the ICCAT
conservation and management measures including, if appropriate, the revocation of vessel registration or fishing
licenses of the large-scale longline vessels concerned.
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The Compliance Committes and the PWG shall review annually the actions taken by those Contracting Parties
and non-contracting parties/entities or fishing entities referred to in paragraphs 2 and 3 ghove in orderto identify
those Contracting Parties and non-contracting parties/entities or fishing entities which have not taken appropriaic
actions as requested.

The Commission will recommend effective measures, if necessary including non-discriminatory trade restrictive
measures on the subject species, consistent with their international obligations, to prevent those longline vessels
of those Contracting Parties and non-contracting parties/entities or fishing entities identified in paragraph 4
above from continuing the fishing operations for tnas and tuna-like species in 2 manner which diminishes the
effectiveness of the ICCAT conservation measures,



STATEMENTS TO PLENARIES

STATEMENTS PRESENTED TO THE PLENARY SESSIONS

ANNEX 6-A

STATEMENT BY THE UNITED STATES
ON INTERNATIONAL COOPERATION

Mr. Chairman, distinguished delegates, ladies and gentlemen:

I am honored to be addressing you on behalf of the United States. | am here before you as the personal representative
of the U.S. Secretary of Commerce. He requested me to come before this distinguished body to speak to those issues of
primary importance to the United States as this Eleventh Special Meeting of ICCAT begins.

The United States strongly believes that a multilateral approach to the management of highly migratory species is the
only approach that can succeed. In this regard | would like to reaffirm the U.S. commitment to ICCAT.

Although there are many issues with which the United States has concerns, there are three major issues all of which
are grounded in multilateral cooperation.

Among the most significant issues for the United States that requires multilateral cooperation is ICCAT’s commitment
to pursue its conservation objectives for rebuilding all highly migratory species in the areas of its jurisdiction. This will
require management and monitoring that account for all sources of fishing mortality.

This year the United States sets as its priority the requirement to rebuild bluefin tuna in both the east and west Atlantic.
To underscore this need, it is increasingly clear that Atlantic bluefin tuna do not respect the east/west boundary established
by ICCAT. And, while science has some distance to cover before any definitive answers will emerge, it is clear to the
United States that we, among other nations, must play an active role in the development of measures to conserve and rebuild
Atlantic bluefin tuna in the east.

Our next priority issue is compliance. The evidence of an individual nation’s commitment to multilateral cooperation
is compliance. This must be more than just policy, it must be the practice of ICCAT nations. The United States takes its
international obligations very seriously. Our fishermen have accepted severe restrictions over the years. And, rightfully,
they expect no less from the fishermen of other nations that harvest the same resources. The President of the United States
recently reaffirmed the U.S. commitment to the conservation of living marine resources and the need to create sustainable
fisheries.

ICCAT was the first, and remains the best opportunity to develop a comprehensive compliance program. Indeed,
ICCAT has gone much further than any other regional fisheries management body. While other bodies study the model that
we have created here, we must continue to move forward. The United States places a high priority on the continued
implementation of ICCAT’s compliance program at the meeting.

Over the past few years, ICCAT has made tremendous strides in adopting binding measures calling for both members
and non-member countries and entities to account for their fishing activities, and to rectify activities that are not in
conformance with ICCAT. For ICCAT members, these measures call for countries to explain compliance problems each
year. Further, for consecutive catch limit over-harvests, nations must compensate by reducing fishing mortality, sometimes
by more than the amount of the over-harvest. And, in cases of repeated over-harvests, there are provisions for even more
serious consequences.

The United States is encouraged that these measures are in place. We see this as a test year for ICCAT, and we intend
to press for the application of these measures at this meeting. These compliance measures give ICCAT a means to ensure
the integrity of its conservation decisions and the fishery resources they protect. They also ensure that parties that do abide
by the rules do not shoulder an unfair portion of the conservation burden. These initiatives will make ICCAT a stronger and
more effective organization.

We must not forget that the world watched ICCAT approve these historic measures, and the world will now watch to
see whether or not they have meaning for ICCAT members. We have taken steps to address non-cooperation by ICCAT
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non-members in the case of bluefin tuna, but the true test of this organization, a matter upon which its credibility will be
judged, and upon which its viability ultimately may depend, is whether or not ICCAT members will be called upon to
account for their own compliance.

Finally, certain legitimate concerns have been raised by coastal states that must be addressed by ICCAT and other
international bodies. However, real and lasting solutions to those concerns can only be found through the multilateral forum
offered by ICCAT. Failure to follow this principle will inevitably undermine the effectiveness of ICCAT and the
conservation of these species. Accordingly, we must avoid the temptation to seek unilateral solutions to what are truly
multilateral problems.

I wish you a successful week at this extremely important ICCAT meeting and pledge the support of the U.S. delegation
in this regard.

ANNEX 6-B

STATEMENT BY BRAZIL
ON THE CONCERNS OF COASTAL STATES & DEVELOPING NATIONS

Mr. Chairman,

On behalf of the Brazilian Delegation, which | will introduce shortly. | wish to congratulate you, the Secretariat of
ICCAT and authorities of the region of Galicia for all the efforts in making possible the meeting in Santiago de Compostela,
a most pleasant and beautiful, historic city.

I hope this inspiring environment, Mr. Chairman, as you have anticipated, will foster necessary reflections on how our
ICCAT should move into the next century and millennium. It is time to ask ourselves whether ICCAT is adequately
prepared to deal with the environmental and economic complexity that seem to challenge the global future with all the
developmental imbalances that characterize many of its members. Is it in tune or in harmony with the multiplicity of
principles of International Law, like equity, most favored nation, rights of coastal States, and others that already permeate
most international organizations and multilateral agreements? Are present criteria satisfying developing countries as well
as developed countries and all members in general in the same way?

My Delegation and representatives of other countries from the Southern Atlantic bloc have doubts. We share the view
that there are some old ideas and issues that must be regarded under a new light and must be upgraded and improved in
order to further boost the credibility of ICCAT as a conservation organization.

One such issue is the criterion of quotas based on historical catches, which is presently rewarding solely the countries
responsible of endangering certain species. What the historical criterion reflects, if not only, is "quantitative responsibility".
That is, a 40% quota signifies, under the present criterion, a 40% responsibility. My Delegation believes that we should
review the logic that has guided the ICCAT for so many years and deeply reflect upon what really flaws the unity and
credibility of an international organization?

Mr. Chairman, | am sure that this year's meeting will be challenging as you have pointed out. We have challenges which
are not insurmountable but are inevitable. The Brazilian Delegation is determined to overcome the challenge with the
cooperation of all representatives in a true democratic performance where the interests and socio-economic conditions of
all members are taken into account. We are also certain that we will overcome these challenges under you wise guidance,
Mr. Chairman. Thank you.
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ANNEX 6-C

STATEMENT BY EUROPEAN COMMUNITY
TO THE OPENING PLENARY SESSION

Mr. Chairman, Ladies and Gentlemen,

The adherence of the European Community was completed last November, and following the necessary transitory
adjustments, we are now fully incorporated into the dynamic of ICCAT meetings, and we certainly have the intention to
maintain, if not increase, the level of commitment and active participation which our Member States shown in the past.

We have some very important challenges before us. The problems of fishery resource management in general, and of
tuna fisheries in particular, have become more complex, with the number of countries participating ever increasing, which
means that there is more at stake.

The agendas of the meetings are becoming increasingly heavier, and it is essential that priorities be established and that
we concentrate on the most important issues and find solutions to these. Without doubt, the priority of this session should
be the adoption of an acceptable management regime for bluefin tuna, while continuing the efforts which have been made
in relation to other species, i.e. swordfish and tropical tunas.

It should be remembered that for tunas, more than any other fishery resource, multilateral actions by consensus are the
only way to find solutions to these problems. ICCAT has a long tradition of achieving consensus. Apart from the legal
aspects, it is clear that the best way to promote respect for the measures adopted is to make sure that these measures are
adopted on the basis of consensus, which means that all elements relating to the management of the resource must be taken
into account.

We know that resource management measures always result in sacrifices by the fishermen. If these sacrifices are
sometimes necessary, they must also be reasonable: to try to impose measures which are too strict on the fishermen will
only have effects which are contrary to the objectives.

The management of tunas requires a reasonable balance between conservation of the resource and the consideration
of legitimate interests of fishermen. The best management regime is not necessarily the one which imposes the most
restrictions, but that which gains the highest level of consensus among the various interests involved and its efficiency in
terms of execution.

As always, the monitoring of existing management measures is a key element in fishery management, both as regards
members and non-members of the organization. In this sense, the Community wishes to contribute actively to the
enforcement of ICCAT's monitoring and control program. To this end, we will be making some proposals aimed at
reinforcing the monitoring of conservation measures. These measures will mainly be based on the responsibility of the flag
state. The Community insists on the need to regulate the problems linked to the activities of vessels flying flags of
convenience. The Community would like to repeat its invitation to these countries to either become members of ICCAT
or to respect the conservation measures.

Finally, itis also appropriate to recall that, apart from the application of the conservation measures adopted by ICCAT,

the good management of resources can also be achieved through voluntary measures, as in the case of the Community
tropical tuna purse seine fishery. This type of measure should, in our opinion, be examined and developed further.
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ANNEX 6-D
STATEMENT BY FRANCE (ST. PIERRE & MIQUELON)
RELATIVE TO ITS MEMBERSHIP IN ICCAT
Mr. Chairman, Ladies and Gentlemen,

Following the adherence of the European Community to the International Convention for the Conservation of Atlantic
Tunas, France decided to remain a member of this organization on behalf of the French archipelago of Saint Pierre and
Miquelon, which is located near the Canadian coast of Newfoundland.

Saint Pierre and Miquelon is not included in the fisheries policy of the European Community.

FAOQ, the depository of the Convention, was notified on 24 December 24, 1997, and the adherence of France, on behalf
of Saint Pierre and Miquelon, came into effect on the December 30, of that year.

This is the first time, therefore, that we have the honor to attend the meetings of this organization.

This is not a new situation. Certain members of the European Community have already remained Parties to ICCAT on
behalf of their territories.

Furthermore, France on behalf of Saint Pierre and Miquelon has already had some experience in fishery organizations,
as a member of the Northwest Atlantic Fisheries Organization since 1996.

There are two reasons for this representation of France on behalf of Saint Pierre and Miquelon in fisheries
organizations, and specifically ICCAT :

— One reason could be described as institutional, as France, a coastal state on behalf of Saint Pierre and Miquelon,
participates in the work of international fishery organizations, as stipulated in Article 64 of the Convention on the
Law of the Sea, Article 8 of the U.N. Agreement on Straddling Fish Stocks and Highly Migratory Fish Stocks, and
the FAO Code of Conduct for Responsible Fishing.

— There is also a socio-cultural reason, as the Archipelago of Saint Pierre and Miquelon is a small country whose
life and history have always been dictated by the sea and fishing, for the last five centuries.

There is therefore a double motivation, that of participating fully in the constructive work of the organization with the
aim of managing resources in order to ensure sustainable resources, and to take into account economic needs, perhaps
modest but no less real, which justifies our presence here among you.

Finally, the Archipelago of St. Pierre and Miquelon, whose only productive activity was cod fishing and processing
, has seen its economy dramatically undermined by the decline of the cod stocks and the moratoria established in 1993 on
the cod fishery.

This situation has led us to diversify our fishing activities. It is clear that given presence of bluefin tuna along our
coasts, a population largely dependent on fishing activities cannot remain indifferent.

We should like to thank you for your welcome in this splendid city of Santiago de Compostela, and we undertake to
work in a constructive manner both within the general framework of the plenary session and also in the Panels and Working
Groups, particularly Panel 2 which deals wit bluefin tuna and albacore, and on which we have requested membership.

Thank you.
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ANNEX 6-E

STATEMENT BY THE OBSERVER FROM ICELAND
ON THE STATUS OF THE BLUEFIN TUNA STOCK

Thank you Mr. Chairman:

Iceland is pleased to be able to participate in this meeting of ICCAT as an observer, for the fourth time. The steady
migration of considerable quantities of bluefin tuna into the Icelandic EEZ, where Japanese vessels caught more than 200
MT of bluefin this year, is the main foundation for our continued hopes that this stock can contribute to the economy of
Iceland in the future. The probabilities for our hopes to materialize are, to a great extent, dependent on the capabilities of
ICCAT to handle the difficult circumstances regarding the conservation of this stock.

Iceland shares the concerns of the Scientific Committee of ICCAT (SCRS) regarding the stock. Despite ICCAT’s own
recommendations in 1994 to decrease the catches to 75% to the levels of 1993 and 1994 catches, and despite the repeated
alarm signals of the SCRS that catches need to be reduced further we have seen new record catches in the last two years.
As a coastal state whose economy is overwhelmingly dependent on the utilization of the living marine resources Iceland
reiterates its call for full respect by ICCAT for Iceland’s rights and interests regarding the stock.

Iceland is aware that her rights and interests are accompanied by duties to contribute to the conservation of the stock
and to cooperate to that end with other States with real interest in the stock. As a move in that direction, Iceland this year
allowed five Japanese vessels to fish from Japan’s quota within the Icelandic EEZ. Observers onboard collected biological
samples from the catch, including age and stomach samples, and tissue samples for genetic research fromall fish taken. This
could form an important basis for genetic stock identify analysis.

Iceland has also contributed to the conservation of the stock by prohibiting landings of bluefin tuna in Icelandic ports
by vessels engaged in an uncontrolled fishery for this stock. This is a matter of great concern for Iceland and here Iceland
hopes for meaningful actions by ICCAT. A paper explaining these actions has been submitted to the Chairman of the PWG
for information and discussion. This action is indeed designed to support a proper management regime for this stock.

These are two steps already taken by Iceland towards cooperation with ICCAT.

Our way to cooperate might be different from what ICCAT is requiring of those who wish to fall into the category of
so-called “Cooperating Party”. It is, however, a means of cooperation Iceland is able to offer and | hope that this will be
welcomed by the organization. It seems pointless for Iceland to apply for the status of Cooperating Party if that would mean
that Iceland would have to fish in conformity with the conservation decisions of ICCAT. In the case of bluefin tuna that
is to fish nothing at all. Such a position would not in any way recognize the rights of Iceland to utilize this important
resource that occurs within our EEZ in significant quantities.

Although no decision has been taken regarding Icelandic membership or the possibility of Iceland to become a
cooperative State or even a member to ICCAT, Iceland is willing to enter into meaningful discussion how her rights could
be accommodated in these instances.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

89



ICCAT REPORT, 1998-99 (1)

ANNEX 6-F

STATEMENT BY THE OBSERVER DENMARK (FAROE ISLANDS)
ON THE FAROESE FISHERIES

First of all 1 would like to thank ICCAT for the invitation to Denmark (in respect of the Faroe Islands) to participate
in this 1998 meeting as an observer. This is our third meeting in ICCAT and due to the distribution pattern of tunas in the
north Atlantic, Denmark (in respect of the Faroe Islands) has become a coastal State to the Atlantic bluefin tuna stock which
is now distributed in Faroese waters in the north Atlantic, and fishable in recent years.

However, Denmark (in respect of the Faroe Islands) may consider membership of ICCAT in accordance with the
provisions laid down in the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea and related to the U.N. Agreement on the
Conservation and Management of Straddling Fish Stocks and Highly Migratory Fish Stocks. When considering
membership, this also consequently commits the Faroe Islands to comply with all ICCAT regulations and with the rights
and responsibilities of a Coastal State.

The Faroe Islands is a self-governing community within the Kingdom of Denmark and fishing is the main industry and
the fishermen have a long fishing tradition in Faroese and distant waters. In 1977, the Faroese Fisheries Zone (FFZ) was
established and was dramatically extended to 167,000 square kilometers, which is about half the size of the North Sea.

The major stocks fished in the Faroese Fisheries Zone are cod, haddock and saithe. The fishery may be considered as
a multi-fleet and multi-species fishery. Longliners fish mainly for cod and haddock, and some fish for ling, tusk and
Greenland halibut in deep waters. Most of the trawlers are pair trawlers fishing cod, haddock and saithe, and the deep-sea
trawlers fish red fish, blue ling, black scabbard, grenadier and Greenland halibut. The jiggers fish mainly cod and saithe,
and some vessels fish monkfish and Greenland halibut by gill nets. All Faroese fisheries are under the management of effort
limitation or individual quota management.

The pelagic fishery in the Faroese waters plays a major role in the whole fishery and in the industry. This means the
fishery and catches of Atlanto Scandian Herring, blue whiting and mackerel have increased significantly in recent years.
All these species are distributed in the Faroese Fishery Zone.

An exploratory fishery has been carried out for tunas within the Faroese Fishery Zone by granting access to three
Japanese fishing vessels in 1997 and 1998; an additional two Faroese fishing vessels were granted licences to carry out
exploratory fishery in 1998 under conditions laid down by the Faroese Fishery Research Institute. The licences were given
with the aim of examining the distribution of tunas within the Faroese Fishery Zone and clarifying the extent to which there
is a basis for a commercial tuna fishery, and for the collection of biological information. The Faroese vessels were only
given permission to undertake exploratory fishery for tunas within the Faroese Fishery Zone.

The total catches of bluefin tuna taken by longliners within the Faroese Fishery Zone in 1997 was 230 MT and in 1998
the total preliminary catches were 237 MT. All catches have been reported to the ICCAT Secretariat and the licenced vessels
had to comply with ICCAT regulations applicable, with local observers on board.

Itis our intention to continue the investigation on tunas in the north Atlantic, and we will be following the proceedings
and discussions during this meeting with great interest.
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ANNEX 6-G

STATEMENT BY THE OBSERVER FROM MEXICO
ON ITS COLLABORATION WITH ICCAT

Mexico has participated in this forum as an observer ever since the creation of ICCAT, and has always responded to
requests for information and data, and has taken the conservation and management measures recommended by this
organization into account.

On this occasion, | have the opportunity to attend personally for the first time; it is certainly a pleasure to be in Spain
and to meet once again the many friends which | have made over the years in various international fora.

As you know, Mr. Chairman, Mexico has been very active in the multilateral sphere, particularly since the formulation
of the Code of Conduct for Responsible Fishing, initiated in Cancun in 1992, aimed at sustainability in the development
of the various fisheries and the development of fair economic trade.

For this reason, this Atlantic Fishery Forum is of the greatest importance to Mexico, and the reason for my being here
is to make an in-depth evaluation for our eventual full membership of this solid organization, which we hope will be in the
near future, given our status as a coastal state and the importance of our tuna fishery in the Atlantic which has been in
operation for more than 20 years.

Today the Mexican Delegation comprises two members; Dr. Guillermo Compean, General Director of the Tuna
Program, and myself, Carlos Camacho Gaos, Under-Secretary of Fisheries. | hope that in the future we will have a more
numerous and active delegation in this multilateral forum, in which the cooperation, compromise and responsibility of the
members prevail over economic or other sanctions.

Mr Chairman, our presence here affirms the interest of Mexico in the sustainable development of fisheries, based on
the individual responsibility of nations to comply with the agreements adopted multilaterally, in a spirit of effective and
imaginative cooperation.

ANNEX 6-H

STATEMENT BY THE OBSERVER FROM NAMIBIA
ON THE CONSERVATION AND SUSTAINABLE USE
OF MARINE LIVING RESOURCES

It is an honor for my delegation to be here, representing Namibia for the second time. From the onset, let me inform
you of the latest development on our preparations to join this Commission. On 10 November 1998, the Cabinet of the
Government of Namibia approved the motion for Namibia to become a full member of ICCAT. We are in the process of
arranging to sign the ICCAT Convention and the ratification is expected by early 1999.

Mr. Chairman, allow me to reiterate the position of Namibia in respect to conservation and sustainable use of marine
living resources. Namibia is committed to conservation and management measures as embodied in our national fishery laws
and in line with international practice. We are at an advanced stage in amending our laws to be in conformity with the
United Nations Fish Stocks Agreement and the FAO Compliance Agreement to which we have recently become a Party.

Mr. Chairman, we extend our appreciation to the Commission for according us observer status and inviting us to
participate in the Commission meetings and especially in the sharing agreement of Panel 3 in Cape Town in April, 1998.
We appreciated the flexible and constructive attitudes shown by all participants in the meeting on a sharing agreement, and
the hard work of our Chairperson, Dr. Rebecca Lent, and we are very much looking forward to making further progress on
sharing arrangements for southern albacore. Namibia is fully prepared to be a constructive participant as a full member in
all aspects of the Commission in the near future.

Thank you.

ANNEX 6-1
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JOINT PROPOSAL
BY BRAZIL, URUGUAY, SOUTH AFRICA, VENEZUELA, MOROCCO,
LIBYA, SAO TOME AND PRINCIPE, ANGOLA, COTE D’IVOIRE, AND
THE OBSERVERS OF MEXICO, NAMIBIA, PANAMA AND GUATEMALA
ON THE ESTABLISHMENT OF A WORKING GROUP
ON FISHING CAPACITY AND BASIC CRITERIA FOR MANAGEMENT

REAFFIRMING their commitment to ICCAT conservation and management measures;
CONSIDERING the need to strengthen ICCAT as a regional fisheries management body;

DEEMING IT NECESSARY to ensure that conservation and management measures adopted by ICCAT are in
conformity with applicable rules of international law, and consistent with the provisions of relevant international agreements
and instruments;

REAFFIRMING the need to ensure that the special requirements of developing countries, particularly developing
coastal states, are duly taken into account;

The above mentioned Delegations propose the establishment of a Working Group on fishing capacity and basic criteria
for management and conservation, including quota allocation criteria and compliance measures.

ANNEX 6-J

STATEMENT BY CANADA
RELATIVE TO THE ESTABLISHMENT OF A
WORKING GROUP ON ALLOCATION CRITERIA

This proposal represents the collective view of nine member parties, supported by four observer parties, who have
brought forward a proposal for ICCAT to establish a Working Group to examine requests, by coastal developing states, for
either new or increased access to various species regulated by the ICCAT Convention. But it is clear that this issue is much
larger. We have also heard interest expressed by non-members (Iceland, Norway, Mexico, Faroe Islands) for new or
increased access. | am certain that, over the next several years, there will be many other additional requests.

Mr. Chairman, to some extent this Commission may be reluctant to enter a debate as proposed, but the reality is that
we are already entertaining this debate, in Panels 1 to 4. | think we will continue to have similar debates in future years:
except rather than in a consolidated fashion we will do so case by case by case.

Before deciding upon the request, it is useful to examine it within the proper international framework.

Canada fully appreciates the orientation taken by the developing states on this issue. In particular, we understand their
desire to develop a fishery within their own 200-mile zone. We also need to recognize that the ICCAT species are highly
migratory species, they are associated with a different international legal status than trans-boundary or straddling stocks.
It is important that the two differing legal regimes for these different categories of stocks not be confused. | think that these
distinctions are set out in the U.N. Law of the Sea Convention, Articles 63 (2) and 64.

In addition, Article 11 of the U.N. Agreement on Straddling Fish Stocks and Highly Migratory Fish Stocks describes
a number of considerations that states which are members of a regional fisheries management organization shall examine
when determining the nature and extent of participatory rights for new members. These considerations could be equally
applicable to existing members.

These considerations include:
1 looking at the status of the subject fish stocks;

2 examining the respective interests and fishing patterns of new and existing members
3 taking into consideration the respective contribution of new and existing members to conservation, management,
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collection and provision of accurate data and the conduct of research;
4 consider the needs of coastal communities dependent mainly on fishing;
5 the needs of coastal states whose economies may depend on fishing;
6 the interest of developing states in whose areas of national jurisdiction the stocks also occur.

Mr. Chairman, if we are to study or examine the requests, we must be guided by the established and appropriate context
which is set out in Article 11 of UNFA. One of the basic considerations described within Article 11 is the status of the
subject fish stocks. Within the ICCAT Convention, the SCRS provides advice on 11 different groupings of species; many
with several stock components. The way | look at the current report of the SCRS, which provides insight on the status of
these species or stocks, in most cases the terms "fully exploited”, "over exploited”, and "the need to reduce fishing
mortality" are often used to describe the status of many of the stocks. To meet the challenge of these new demands within
the current stock status will be difficult for both new and existing members. We believe the best hope lies in the ability of
ICCAT to adopt forceful and effective rebuilding strategies for many of the stocks. But we know that rebuilding will take
short-term sacrifices and time. It cannot and will not happen overnight. ICCAT will need to adopt a precautionary approach
and set prudent management measures. Members of ICCAT and non-members will need to comply with all the measures
if we are to begin the rebuilding process.

Mr. Chairman, we do see merit in adopting elements of this proposal for a Working Group on quota allocation sharing,
to develop criteria for allocations to both existing and new members that would conform to the UN Fishing Agreement.
However, we are concerned that while we support the broad context, some of the issues listed - such as fishing capacity,
criteria for management and conservation and compliance measures - are often misunderstood. In listening to the Delegates,
I understood their fundamental concerns related to allocation access. In proceeding with this Working Group, Canada's
primary concern is that any new discussion on allocation criteria need to respect both historical fishing patterns as well as
developing country interests in a manner which does not harm ICCAT conservation decisions for particular stocks. We also
need to consider whether the adoption of any working group and subsequent review of its recommendations should be
synchronized with the state of recovery of specific stocks. The developing states, which brought forward this proposal, have
particular socio-economic desires; these desires are not unlike those of other ICCAT members. We believe these desires
can best be fulfilled if we ensure the basic conservation of our fish stocks and allow the rebuilding process to begin.
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ANNEX 7

GUIDELINES AND CRITERIA
FOR GRANTING OBSERVER STATUS AT ICCAT MEETINGS

In exercising the responsibilities in respect to invitation to observers to ICCAT Meetings as provided for in Article XI
of the Convention and in Article 2 of the FAO/ICCAT Agreement, the Executive Secretary, acting on behalf of the
Commission, shall invite:

--  FAO.
-- Intergovernmental economic integration organisations constituted by States that have transferred to it competence
over the matters governed by the ICCAT Convention, including the competence to enter into treaties in respect

of those matters.

-- Intergovernmental organisations that have regular contacts with ICCAT as regards fisheries matters or whose work
is of interest to ICCAT or vice versa.

--Non-Contracting countries with coastlines bordering the Convention Area as defined in Article | of the
Convention, or those non-contracting parties, entities or fishing entities identified as harvesting tunas or tuna-like
species in the Convention Area.

All non-governmental organizations (NGOs) which support the objectives of ICCAT and with a demonstrated interest

in the species under the purview of ICCAT should be eligible to participate as an observer in all meetings of the

organisation and its subsidiary bodies, except extraordinary meetings held in executive sessions or meetings of Heads
of Delegations.

Any NGO desiring to participate as an observer in a meeting of the organisation or its subsidiary bodies shall notify
the Secretariat of its desire to participate at least 50 days in advance of the meeting. This application must include:

-- Name, address, telephone and fax number of the organization;

-- Address of all its national/regional offices;

--Aims and purposes of the organisation and an indication as to how they relate to the objectives of ICCAT;
-- A brief history of the organisation and a description of its activities;

- Any papers produced by or for the organisation on the conservation, management or science of tunas or tuna-like
species;

-- A history of ICCAT observer status granted/revoked;

-- Information or input that the organisation proposes to present at the meeting in question;

The Executive Secretary shall review applications received within the prescribed time, and, at least 45 days before the
meeting for which the application was received, shall notify the Contracting Parties of the names and qualifications

of NGOs determined to meet the criteria for participation stipulated in paragraph 2 above. Such applications will then
be considered as accepted unless one-third of Contracting Parties object in writing at least 30 days prior to the meeting.



OBSERVER GUIDELINES
Any eligible NGO admitted to a meeting may:
-- Attend meetings, as set forth above, but may not vote;
-- Make oral statements during the meeting upon the invitation of the presiding officer;
-- Distribute documents at meetings through the secretariat; and
-- Engage in other activities, as appropriate and as approved by the presiding officer;
Observers will be required to pay a fee for their participation at the meetings of the Organization, which will contribute
to the additional expenses generated by their participation, as determined annually by the Executive Secretary.
The Executive Secretary will determine whether, due to conference room capacity, seating limitations require that a
limited number of observers per NGO may be present at any meetings. The Executive Secretary will transmit any such

determination in the conditions of participation.

All observers admitted to a meeting shall be sent or otherwise receive the same documentation generally available to
Contracting Parties and their delegations, except those documents deemed confidential by the Parties.

All observers admitted to a meeting shall comply with all rules and procedures applicable to other participants in the

meeting. Failure to conform to these rules or any other rules that ICCAT may adopt for the conduct of observers will
result in withdrawal of accreditation by the Chairman of the Commission.

95



ANNEX 8

ANNEX 9

ANNEX 10

ANNEX 11

ANNEX 8

REPORTS OF SUBSIDIARY BODIES

Report of the Seventh Meeting of the Permanent Warking Group far the
Improvement of [CCAT Statistics and Consarvation Measures {PWG)

Repart of the Meating of the Compliance Committee

REPORTS OF THE MEETINGS OF FPANELS

Repart of the Meeting of Panet 1
Repart of the Meeting of Panel 2
Report of the Meeting of Panel 3
Report of the Meeting of Panel 4

Repart of the Meeting of the Standing Cammittee on Finance and
Administration {STACFAD)
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REPORT OF THE 7th MEETING OF THE PERMANENT WORKING GROUP
FOR THE IMPROVEMENT OF ICCAT STATISTICS
AND CONSERVATION MEASURES (PWG)

1. Opening of the meeting

1.1 The Permanent Warking Group (PWG) for the Improvement of ICCAT Statistics and Conservation Measures met
at the Congress Palace in Santiago de Compostela, Spain, during the Eleventh Special Meeting of the Commission. The
meeting was opened by the PWG Chairman, Mr, . Pulvenis {Venczuela).

2. Adoption of Agendy and appointment of Rapyportenr
2.1 Mr. 1. Field (United States) wps nominated to serve as Rapporienr,

2.2 The Delegale of the Uniled States proposed adding an item “Measures to improve ICCAT required fisheries
statistics”. The Apgenda, circnlated earlier, was adopted with this additienal item and is atlached as Appendix 1 to
ANNEX 8.

J. Status of implementation of ICCAT Recommendations adopted by the Commission relative to the Biuefir Tuna
Statistical Document (BTSH)

3.q) Review af biannual veparting of the BISD

3.a.1 The ICCAT Assistant Executive Secretary, Dr, .M. Miyake, provided an overview of biannual raporting of the
BTSD for the first half of 1998, Only Japan and the U.S. have presented these repors.

3.a.2 The delegate of Japan gave a snmary of the BTSD program in Japan. Japanese customs collected 10,016 BTSD
dotuments in 1997 and 6136 BTSDs in the first half of 1998 (however these figures include some Pacific catches),
Included are 16,070 MT in 1997, and 4839 MT in the first halFof 1998. Of these, the number from ron-contracting parties
in 1967 represented 15% and in the first half of 1998 weye 25%,

3.a.3 Bince 1996, Japan has received no impotis from Belize (past imports included 145 MT in 1994 and 399 MT in
1955}, Japan has received no imports from Honduras since 1994, However, Hondwras indicated io Japen thal it had not
validuted BTSDs in 1993, but Japan imported 104 MT that year, Imporis ta Japan from Panama included 883 MT in 1996
and 704 MT in 1997, bul since January 1, 1998, Japan had prohibited the import of Atlantic bluefin tuna from Panama.
In 1997, atotal of 1637 MT were imported from Chinese Taipei, with a total of 947 MT imported between | JTanuary and
30 June, 1998, From Equatorial Guinea there were no bluefin imports in 1996, however 746 MT of bluefin thna were
imporied in 1997, and 88 MT were imporied in the first half of 1998. The delegate noted that A BTSD validated by
Equatorial Guinea has 1he same name of a vesszl of Panama and he noted concern that vessels flying the Panamanian flag
may have reflagged to Equaterial Guinea, an ICCAT Contracting Party, From the Republic of Guinen, Japan imported
244 MT of bluefin tuna in 1994, 370 MT in 1995, 192 MT in 1996, 275 MT in 1997, and 101 MT in the first half of 1598.

3.a.4 The delepate of the United States commented that the Tnited States has filly complicd with the ICCAT Bluefin
Tuna Statistical Document Program {BTSD), inclnding documentation of all imports and exporis. Also, the concerns with
Equatorial Guinea and Guinea covld be beyond the scope of the PWG and should be referred to the Compliance
Committee, although the matter of Guinea Bissau, a non-contracting party, could be addressed by this Working Group.

3.a.5 The Chair nated that the PWG should proceed according to the 1.8, suggestion and the Compliance Commitiee
to vonsider this matler,
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3.0) On the vafidation af BTSDs benveeﬁ ICCAT Contracting Parties that are members of the EC

3.b.1 The delegate of EC noted that discussion was ongoing regarding draft regulations to amend document §33/94
on mutual validation of bluefin re-exports, hpsed on the November 1997 Recommendation, and that this would likely be
adopted in 1999,

3.b.2 Dr, Miyake noted that at present there is agreement between France and Spain, and thal these is currcntly one
recorded case (considered re-exports) of Italian harvests that were unloaded in Spain and exported to Japan with a re-
export document, and which was stopped by Japanese customs. Mutual validation among EC states needs to be resolved
in order 1o reduce this confusion, )

3.b.3 The delegate of Japan raised the issue of mutial validations between EC coundries, recalling that because the
siuation has changed as a resuht of the EC membership in 1997, nmiual validations are currently noi allowed as EC
membars may not he treated in a discriminating manner, Thus, there should be some adjustments in haw ICCAT
recognizes any mutual validation sysfem. Japan noted that ary adjustmenis to the mutual validation system shouid be made
through the ICCAT process,

3.b.4 After consultation with the delegation of Japan, the delegate of the EC introduced a drafi recommendalion, which
clarifies the procedure by which the EC will exercise internal compliance to replace the Recommendation on Validation
of BTSD between ICCAT Contracting Parties which are Members of the Enropean Community.

3.b.5 The Chair observed that all parties appearzd to be saisfied with the proposal by the EC and there was consensus
to approve the recommendation, Thus, the “Recommendation on Validation af the Blugfin Statistical Document by the
European Community” was forwarded to the Cormumission for final approval (att ached as Annex $5-12 to the Commissian
Proceedings),

3.c) On BTSDs for the re-export of Biuefin fuma
3.c.1 The delegate of Japan reported that his povernmeant is taking sieps to accopt re-export doguments in the near
future, although the process is not yet completed.

3.d) On BTSDs for jarmed or roised funo

3.d.1 Dr. Miyake informed the PW( that the Secratariat had received inquiries and had responded regarding the new
format for {armed or raised tuna, and that some of these forms have already been used to export to Japan,

3.d.2 The delagate of Japan confirmed that as of December, 1997, Japan had implemented this system, however Japan
has not yet imported a large amonnt of farmed or raised tunas as this occurs later in the season. It was noled that 168 mi.
had been imported from January through Tune, 1998, from Spain, Croatia, and Mexico.

3.e) Updating of validation signaturas and seals fe.g. for new Coniracfing Parties)

1.e.1 Dr. Miyake noied that all biuefin tuna exporting couniries should register their validation seals and signatures
with ICCAT, so that the Secretariat can forward these as soon as possible to potential importing countries.

3.e.2 The delepatc of the EC noted that a new trads practice has been emerging, and the BTSD may need to include
a new category of products for dry bluefin tuna meat and 1oe products, mojama, now being exported.

3.e.3 The delegate of Japan noted thal there is crrently a column (labeled *Other™) in the BTSD io address new
praducts,

3.c.4 Dr, Miyake noted that this new product, mejrmia, i3 a product of Spain and other Mediterrancan countrics, and
that markets for this product could expand rapidly. Dr. Miyake noted that this could be an extremcly important issuc in
cstimating bluefin tuna catches as currenily after belly meat is taken the figh is sold to local markets, However if these are
processed into mojama and subsequently éxported to Japan the same fish conld possibly be exporied in two different forms.
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3.2.53 The Chair concurred that this was a recurrent problem and similar problemis could be expected next year. The
Chair alse noted that ICCAT should be carefil about how parties account for the amount of tuna exporied.

3.0 Others fe.g. BTSDs that are not numbered)

3.f.1 Dr, Miyake informed the PWG that there have been a number of instances in which BTSDs have had no
document mimbers listed, and such documents could potentiaily be used two or (hree Limes ont new products. He noled
thar it might be advisable 1o insist that documents have the proper manbers.

3.1.2 The delegate of Japan noted that this issne has been raised between Japan a.nd some exporting cauniries on how
to provide reliable serial numbers, and that as it is nearly impossible to address this issue on the imperting side, this is
an issue for the exporting countries.

4. Review of responses to the Commission Chairman’s letters concerning compliance

4.1 The Executive Secretary referred 1o document COM/98/18, which contained copies of the letiers which had been
drafted last year and subsequently transmitted io Panama, Belize, Honduras, Trinidad and Tobago, Chinese Taipai,
Barbados, Chile, Costa Rica, Ecuador, and CARICOM, The Excentive Secretary noted that few responses were received,
but that there was a deiailed responge from Panamga and a few others, There was no respoase from Honduras, Trinidad
and Tobago, Chinese Taipei, Ecuador, Chile, and CARICOM, '

4.2 The observer from Chinese Taipei noted that afier receiving the lotler dated January 23, 1998, an immediate
rasnonse was sent on March 3, 1998, The ICCAT recommendation on Swordfish Catch Quotas was adopled by the
Commission in 1994 and entered into force October 2, 1995, Chinesc Taipei accepted the letter dated January 30, 1996
referring to the concerned practices, which showld be adepied, One of those practices is that the incidemtal catches for
North Atlantic swordfish should not cxceed B% of the total weight of the catch. According o catch records, the ratios of
North Atlantic swordfish catch (489 and 524 MT) vs tolal caich (3,859 and 11,476 MT) in 1995 and 1994, respectively,
was 3.0% and 4,6%. These ratios fall within the limit sct in the 1996 letter from ICCAT and Chinese Taipei noted that
it canticusly observas the conservation measures. [n addition, Chingse Taipei has requested the tuna fisheries industey 10
reduce further its North Atlantic swardfish caich by 45% of the 1996 caich amount in the years 1598 and 1599, per Lhe
ICCAT recommendarion, '

4.3 Dr..Miyaka noted that the Secrelériat bad recerved this Irtter fram Chinese Taipei and that there had been frlher
correspondence on this matter

4.4 The observer of Panama stated that Panama had made efforts fo comply with the reporting of vessels under the
Panamanian flag, Tt was also nofed that some vessels listed under Belize are actvally Panamanion vessels, and this
information would be provided to the Commission, In addition, it was noted that the Chancellor of Panamp had senta
letter to ICCAT expressing a desire to become a Contracting Party, that this issue is now being discussed in Cangress,
but until the Convention can be ratified, there is a desire by Panama to become a Cooperating Party,

4.5 The observer of Panama noted that their legislation requires ratification of the ICCAT Conveniion ia be put hefore
their Congress, and that currently the ratification process is in the second of three steps. Panama noted it was increasing
contrpl of its fishary by canceling some fshing licenses and registrations. Finally, it swas noted that Panama was
developing a system {o monitor vessels by satellile. The statement presented by Panama to the PWG is atlached as
Appendix 2 to ANNEX B.

4.6 The Delegate of Uruguay expressed satisfaction with the information given by the abserver of Panama, noting that
this demonstrated the positive conynitment of Panama and had led to improvements in ke collection of statistical daia.

4,7 The Delegale of the United States agreed that Panama had made a positive response, but noted that although
Panama had requested Cooperating Party status in tlte Compliance Committee, the PWG is the body with such jurisdiction.

3. Revicw of the applications for Cooperating Party/Tntity/Fishing Entity Stutus
5.1 In the second session the Chair neted the imporiance of making a sapid decision on this issug, and referred to
COM/98/24, which consists of two formal requests by Mexico and Chinese Taipei to be given Cooperating

Parly/Entity/Fishing Entity slatus, The Chair suggested that consensvs exists to reconwuend to the Commission hal
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ICCAT recognize that status for these twa delegations. The Chair also noted that Trinidad and Tobago had requested in
1997 to be considered a Cooperating Party, which was not acted upon, and subsequently that delegation did not attend
this year’s meeting. The general consensus was that the PWG should not recommend this status for Trinidad and Tobago
in this session and that the Executive Secretary should inform Trinidad and Tobago of that decision and furiher inquire
about their intcrest in the matter. The draft letier to Trinidad and Tobagp encouraging contineed collaboration with
ICCAT is attached as Appendix 3 to ANNEX 8. With regard (0 Panama, the Chair noted that the abserver of Panama
had expressed a desire to be considered a Cooperating Party, but had not made a formal request expressing this desire.

5.2 The observer of Panama again expressed interest in becoming a Contracting Party, and perhaps in the interim
becoming a Cooperating Party, and reiterated that the prablem continued to be pushing the issue through the Panasanian
Parliament,

3.3 The Chair suggested that the PWG recommend to the Commission that Cooperating Party status be extended to
Panama if and when the Secretary receives a formal request from Panama, rather than waiting uatil next years mesting.
However the Chair acknowledged that some delegations had expressed a desire for a more formal exchange regarding
Tequesis on status.

5.4 The delegate of the United States commented that because this meeting could be the first {ime that the status of
Cooperating Party/Entity/Fishing Entity is granted, it is important to requirc a more formalized process for setting
precedent. Specifically, the best way to accomplish this would be with letters exchanged between applicants and the
Commission in which the latter could highlight the importance of conservation measures and reporting requirements, The
delegate circled draft letters which would implement this process in granting Cooperating Party status for Chinese Taipei
and Mexico. The delegate expressed some concern with the proposal by the Chair regarding Panama, noting that while
tite United States recognized the efforts of Panama to improve control of its fleet, there was still som¢ cancern whether
Fanama was able lo sufficiendy control it’s fleel so as to be granted the status of r Cooperating Party/Entity/Fishing Entity.

5.5 The Chair commented that the exchange of letters as described by the United States was important, but with regard
to Panamathe Chair expressed the opinipn that the desigeation of Cooperating Party/Entity/Fishing Entity status did not
necessarily refiect a sat of nghrs as mnch as it reflected increased obligations by that party, Thus, such a designation
shauld nat have any negative impacts. In addition, it shonld be recalled that under the resolution of 1997, a yearly review
of the actions of Cooperating Pamestnntzanglshzng Entities is required and may act as a safeguard.

5.6 The delegate of Canada expressed support for the proposal te improve upon communicatinns and formalize the
status of Cooperating Parlies/Entities/Fisling Entities, With regard to Panama, it was noted that it could be premaiure
10 arrive upon a decisien oxn that point.

5.7 The delegaie of France (St. Pierre & Miquelon) commented that the issue of a Cooperating Pariy/Entity/Fishing
Entity is important since it establishes a special silvation, that is the result of the agreement on siraddling stacks.
Therefore, 1t 1s important for the PWG to define the conditions whereby a Party, Entity or Fishing Entity can be considered
as a cooperator, as well as the conditions to revoke this status, The delegate alse noted that the PWG should first of all
encourage States to become parties to the Convention, A defaut, States and Entities should be encouraged to become
Cooperaling Parties/Entities or Fishing Eniities in order to induce them to comply with the management measures.
Finally, the delegate referred to the 1994 Resolution on Cooperating Partics/Entities/Fishing Entities and noted that the
lerm “fishing” in this resolution should be replaced by the term “respecting all the ICCAT reconunendations™.

3.8 The Chair addressed the issue of exchanging notes by suggesting that consensus should be ailaingble, bul farther
action wauld await evaluating the language to be propoesed by the United States, With regard to the issuc of amending the
ward “hshing”, the Chair expressed hope that consensus could be reached on the spirtt of the 1994 resolution such that
the PWG could return with a set of texts which could he easily approved.

5.9 The delegate of Japan expressed surprise concerning the issue of status for Panama, as therg have continued to be
observed varicos problematic practices with Panamanian vessels. In particular, the delegate noted that the PWG has not
evaluated in depth how Panama intends 1o monitor thiese vessels remaining under the Panamanian flag, Finally it was
questioned whether consensus had been reached in this group regarding status, whereas the Chair's proposal would
automatically grant Cooperating Party/Entity/Fishing status in the near future.

5.10 The Chasr apgreed that there was not consensns on the issne of Panama, yet thore was consensus an the issue of
- Mexico and Chinese Taipei. Thus, asthe previous proposal was obsolete, there would later be a proposal submitied by the
United States regarding a moze formal exchange of notas, that the Chair urged the group 10 accepl.
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5.31 The PW( was referred to the draft letiers o Chinese Taipei and Mexico and the Chair stressed that these letters
had been carefully drafied and that it appeared a consensus had been reached on the issue (atiached as Appendices 4 and
5to ANNEX 8, respectively, Dy, Miyaks also asked that the Secretariat be allowed to introduce minor technical changes.
if necessary, to these letters inasmuch as such changes do not change the spirit nor the substance of the leiters. The letters
were therefore accepted.

6. Review of unreporied catches estimated and vesgel sighting reporis concerning fishing activitics of non-
contractmg parties, entmes, and fishing entities S

6.:1')_ Bluefin tuna

6.a.1 Dir. Niyake reported that estimales of unreponted catchies were mostiy of Blucfin this year, and arc included in
the SCRS/98/8. These are also reported in the Report of the GECM/ICCAT Joint Meeting (COM-SCRS/98/1]-bis), Little
has been done with regard to swordfish and other species due to the complexity of these fisheries, bul these have been
reviewed in varions Natipnal Reports. CARICOM, Trinidad and Tobago, and Barbados include deiailed accounts. Vessel
sighting reports received from Japan show that some vessels wers clearly sighted in the Mediterrancan during the closed
season. These countries and fishing antities have been contacted, but have not provided an official response. Vessel
sightings are also indicated in various national reports.

6.1,2 The Assistant Executive Secretary noted that the SCRS had been requested to explain the term NEI (“not
elsewhere included™). WEI is used fo indicate catches thal cannot he appropriated to a particular country, such as when
more imports are reported by the importing entity than reported by the exporting country,

6.a.3 The delegate of Japan offered additional information to the PWG regarding the possible transfer of flags on
longliners, Japan held a series of hearings ast year and researched import data to obtain information on these fleets, and
rade 4 list of 190 vessels which are not abiding by the ICCAT recommexndatians, Thase vessels are fishing tunz in the
Atlantic Qcean, Mediterranean Sea, Indian Ocean, and a few in the Pacific Ocean, and are primarily exporting to Japan.
At least 89 vessels are operating in the ICCAT Convention area without reporting o ICCAT, In many cases, Lhe owrlers
of such vessels are from Chinese Taipel. After trade measures were taken against Belize, Honduras, and Panama, miny
of these owners transferred their flags 1o hoth other nen-conlracting parties and Conlracting Parties. Specifically, these
hearings found a former Panamanian vessel which had transferred 1o Equatorial Guinea. The delegate remarked that
witregulated fishing should not be allowed to condnue, and that an effective mechanism for informing home govermments
of these activities is necessary. If the concerned governments fail to act on such information, it will be necessary to
consider futnre steps. The stalement by Japan on unregulated and unreported fishing in the Convention azea is altached
as Appendix 6 to ANNEX 8. The Japanese delegation expressed ifs intention to propose a resolution addressing this issue,

6.a.4 The observer from Chinese Taipei expressed that he shared the concerns of the Japanese delegalion, and pointed
out that in situations where vessels are owned by one party but registered elsewhere there can be considerable confusion
which may nndermine the effectiveness of conservatien rmeasures, He also presenied a statement to the PWG on uereported
angd unregulated fishing in the Convention area, which i attached as Appendix 7 to ANNEX 8.

6.8.5 The dclegate of Canada endorsed the statement of Japan and commented that (he actions described by Chinese
Taipei are obviopsly important as without compliance all of the ongning conservation efforts by ICCAT will be
undermingd. ICCAT must deal \vlth those parties/entities/fishing entities attempting to avoid ICCAT measures by

reflagging,

6.8.6 The delegaie of the United States expressed concern and surprise over the extent of the problem and urged thal
action be taken to address the problem aggressively.

6.2,7 The delepate of the Peoples Republic of China affirmed (hat close attention is paid to ICCAT reconmumendations,
but noted thai three vessels from China were on the aforementioned list, The delcgate inguired what ovidence exisied to
indicaie nnn-cmnpliance by these three vessels,

6.2.8 The deiegata of the EC notcd that they will analyze these data and compare il with EC information on the same
subject,

6.2.9 The delegate of Tunisia noted that Tunisia’s flect does not include dny longliners and cxpressed confusion that
the table submitted by Japan indicated otherwise.
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6.2.10 The delegate of Japan replied that the list resulied from import records, and noted that it could be relatively
simple io obtain vessel registration in ohier ports without the knawledge of the home povernment, The intent of the list
was to illustrate possible problems and encourape other governments to cieck the names of licensed vessels to ensure the
names of their goveraments ase not nsed to avold ICCAT regulations, The delegate suggesied iltat a vessels regisiry should
be revoked if that vessel is not authorized 1o fish,

6.a,11 The abserver of Panama noted that this could serve to highlight efforts of that connity to address flag of
canvenience problems, Panama noted that many of the vessels credited as Panamanian o the list presentad by Japan have
had their fishing licenses revaked or had reccived wasnings that such actions could be tuken.

6.a.12 Dr Miyake noted that this information is difficult to clarily, and that many of these vessels may have already
changed flags.

6.a,13 In the second session of the PWG, ihe delegate of Japan distributed a draft resalution on procedures to efficiently
report (o flag states on the activities of their vessels. The delegate made three poinis regarding this resolution, the first
being the need to take immediaie steps to rectéfy this problem of unregnlated fishing by larpe scale longline vessels, Japan
has made efforts to collect information ot 2 voluntary basis, but recognizes a need for an endorsement from ICCAT to
collect information from the buyers of frozen produets, and would welcome any additional efforts to coltect similar data.
The second pari of the resclution concerned efforts to rectify unregulated fishing in the Convention area by vessels sbusing
the names of flag states, and suggesis revocation of vessel registration as the simplest solution te this problem. The
delegale expressed a need to impiement effective measures to prevent these vessels from continuing fishing operations.
The final part of the resolntion is described as introducing additional measores, such as trade restriction mechanisms
similar to the compliance recammendation of 1994, if the unreguiated fishing is not rectified.

6.a.14 The delegate of Canada apgreed that these activities posed a very serious threal to the ability of ICCAT 1o mect
conservation responsibilities, and thus the proposal offered by Japan is very important ta consider and adopt as it is
gssential 1o have the capability of detcrring this type of activity.

6.a.15 The delegate of the Peoples Republic of China expressed both support for the propoesal and the desire to offer
a minor amendment. However lie also expressed concorn over the automatic use of trade restriction measures which could
be camied out if (his resolution wers to be adopted. The delegate suggested that the use of trade restrictions should not
necessarily be deleted but perhaps used in another resolulion at some future point.

6.a.16 The delegate of France {St. Pierrs & Miquelon) expressed support for the proposal. However he suggested that
the revocation of vessel registrations could Icad to enforcement problems in some states. The delegale suggested that the
wording could be improved to refer to licenses, and in addition that the resglution consider referring to the Straddiing
Stocks Agreement, the Compliance Agreement of 1996, and the GATT Agreement .

6,8,17 The Chair commented that the FAQ Compliance Agreement of 1993 did make a clear distinction between a
vessel registration and the question of issuing licenses to fish on the high seas and establishing a systew for recording the
issuance of such licenses, The Chair noied, however, that Panama had deleted some names from their vessel regisiry in
addition to revoking fishing licenses,

6.a.18 The delegale of the European Commmunity noied that while the objectives of the proposal werc important, there
could be potential difficulties with regards to the use of trade measures, which should oot be applied awlomatically but
rather oniy be used after carefu] consideration. In repard to the information required on paragraph one of the proposal,
the delegale noted that some countries could import tuna from cargo vessels in which the imporcter may nat know the
source of the catch. Finally, the delogate noted that this resolution refers to all species, and that this could lead to some
administrative difficultics, While the BTSD has proven to be useful, it sonld be an administrative burden lo perform
similar documentation for all specics.

6.2.19 The delegate of the United States expressed support for the proposal. However he noted Lhat the proposal could
be impraved by re-drafting and offered to work with Japan to clarify the intent, The delegate agreed that as written this
proposal would cover all species, and suggested that rather than develop a statistical document similar to the BTSD for
all species, perhaps each party conld develop their own sysiem, as this could be less burdensoeme on the Secratariat. The
delepate also noted that ICCAT participants should be willing to take on additional responsibilities to address this
probiem. Tt was also suggestad that the ward "tena” in paragraph one should be replaced with “tina and tuna like species™,
In regard to comments fraom the Peoples Republic of China and the EC concerning the nead to clarify the procedures over
trade sanctions the delegate sngpested that the PWG should consider a mechanism similar t¢ the existing pracedurs an
sanctions for bincfin and swordfish.
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6.a.20 The Chair noted that there appeared to he ¢clear consensus on the spirit of the drafl, but that the text submilled
did not appear to be accepiable fo all parties; therefore, all interesicd delegations were urged to wark out 1he fnal wording
of the text so that a resolution could be agreed to in the next meeting,

6.2.21 Dr Miyake noted one additional technical difficulty to the resalution in identifying which parties/entities/fishing
entilies are reporting or not reporting until several vears later,

6.a.22 The delegate of the EC suggested that discussion take place regarding the oral proposal offered by the EC in
the Compliance Cormunittes regarding Iandings of vessels from non-contracting parties in the ports of contracting parties,
The delegate referred 1o the “Recommendation Concerning the Ban en Landings and Transshipments af Fessals fron Non-
contracting Parties Identified as Having Commiitted a Serious Infringenient” fattached as Annex 3-11 to ife Copmissicit
Proceedings), This was described nol 2s an alternative to the proposal most recently discussed, but rather as an uddnmnnl
recommendation,

6.2.23 In the fourth session the Chair noted that a new draft of the resolution by Japan regarding unregnlated and
usreported catches of tunas in the Conventien area and stressed ¢hat although it represented a preat deal of discussion,
it reflected an emerging consensus. It was suggested that the group should consider the resolulion paragraph by paragraph.

6.2.24 On the sccond paragraph the delegate of the Peaples Repubh: of Chinn requested a nunc-r change to the first
ling, which was accepted.

6.4,23 On the fourth paragraph, (he delepate of Japan remarked that the delegate of the United St.a(es hali
recommended removing the word “principles” from the second sentenss,

6.2.26 The Chair noted that althoupgh this languape criginated from the FAQ Code of Conduct for Sustainable
Fisheres, the change would not alter the intent and could be agreed to.

6.2.27 Regarding the first operative paragraph of the resolution, the delegate of the EC noted that he appreciates! the
efforts by Japan to acconnt for their comments and had no abjections to the principlas behing the resalution. Howaver it
was noted that as the compulsory nature of sending data on afl 1mpﬂrts ami all species had been removed, there conld
mstead be added specific language regarding swordfish.

6.8.28 The Cheir commented that this issue had been considered dering the informal consultation, bt that some
objections had been mentioned as ta the issuance of such a reference. The Chair agked the EC if they could agree (o the
text as written, which the EC did,

6.2.29 Regarding the spme operative paragraph the delegate of France (8, Fierre & Miquelon) questiened whether
it would be appropriate to refer to the reference number of vessals, as owners often fonnd it possible to change the names
and addresses of owners of these vessels, as this could be 2 more effective means of identification.

6.4.30 With regard to operative paragraph 2, the delegute of the EC noted that while they agreed that the identification
procedure described in the operative paragraph 2 was being enacled for countries net respecling conservalion measures,
there could be some overlap with existing procedures for bluefin and swardfish. This overlap could lead to procedural
debates concerning the implementation of a parallel system and could lead to confusicn with the Plan of Action for
swordfish and bluefin. After having inquired of the chair whether il was possible to ensure that the PWG would not be
introducing duplication which could Jead 1o such procedural problems, the EC removed its abjection in the understanding
that the concern would be clearly reflected in the report and [ully taken inlo account when the resolution would be
tmplemented.

6,831 Tle detegate of the United States expressed general agreement with the regolution, but noted 1hat he had
consulted with U.S, trade expents and concern had been exprassed sbont the words “as a fast resort”. He reqnested this
phrase be excluded from that paragraph. The deletion of these words does not change the clear implicauon of the
resolntion that trade restrictive measures would be a last resort, The reason for the removal of the these words i is rather
to account for the possxblhty that if a challenge to futere actions was made to the World Trade Organization 2 partv could
make ihe argumeni that such action did not represent a “last resort”,

6.2.32 The Chair referred to operative paragraph 5, which at the time read “The Commission will recommend efféctive
measures, if necessary including as a last resort, non-discriminatory landing ar trade restrictive measures on the subject
species, consistent with their international obligations, to prevent those longline vessels of those Contracting Patties and
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non-contracting parties/entities or fishing entities identified in paragrapk 4 above from continuing the fishing operations
for tunas and tuna like species in a manner which diminishes the effectiveness of the ICCAT conscrvation measures™,

6.2,33 The delegate of the EC expressed concern with the sceond line of that paragraph, in which {wo potential
measures could be perceived as being quite differest in nature. Partienlarly, these measures include both aban or landings
of vessels not complying with the provisions of ICCAT as well as trade restrictive measuzes that the EC believes should
be a last resort, The EC expressed the belief that the language of “as a last resort” shonld remain in the text, but the word
“landings” should be removed as this issue could be dealt with in a separate resolution,

6.0.34 The Chair noted that in referring to landings parties may consider taking immediate action apainst certain
vessels. The Chair asked whether thore was support for the changes proposed by the EC.

6.3,33 The delepale of France (81, Pierre & Miquelon} expressed support for the changes and noted that while the EU
proposal concerning landings refers only to non-contracking parties, the measures contained in the resolution ralative to
trade measwres also refer to Contracling Parties.

6.2.36 The Chair acknowledged that this comment was pertivent, and noted that there was a clear difference betwesn
the twa calegories of measures. Therefore it might be considered beneficial to Jeave the reference 1o landings in the text.

6.2.37 The delegate of the BEC noted that if snch language remained in the text it conld create averlapping provisions
which could lead to additional confusion. As there have been procedural problems in the past, introducing more measures
with regard {0 landings could make it casier for these who do not apply ICCAT recommendations to hide behind the
duplication and lack of clarity. In addition, the delegate noted that if the word landings was removed ICCAT could still
iake into account Contracting Partics when cvaluating the effectiveness of the recommendation,

6.2.38 The delegate of the Peoples Republic of China noted thaltthey could support deleting the phrase “as a last resort”
and also agreed with the proposal to remove the word “landings”. A small typographical crror was also noled.

6.2.3% The delegate of the United States expressed suppott for the view of the delegate of France, and expressed the
idea that while this term could create confusion the view of the United States was that this was prefceable to weakening
the resclution, To remove the word “landings” would in fact weaken the resplution significantly, Regarding the discussion
aver the other EC suggestion, it was suggested that such a change was possible if it could be clearly expressed thal trade
resirictive measures could include landings. .

6.a.40 The delepate from Japan apreed with the view of the EC that additional confusion would not be heneficial,
especially as the other proposal referred ta by the EC was a very strong recommendation and would cover the issue, In
sddition, he noted that the term effective measures conld include landing measures,

6.1.41 The delegate of the EC reminded the Working Group that if trade restrictions were adopted, concerned vessels
would be unable to make landings, Thus, a ban on landings could refer to either individual vessels or flag countries and
trade micasures do rafer to Jandings,

6.4,42 The delepate of the United Siataslagread that the word “landings™ could be removed as it had been made clear
that trade restriction measures included landings,

6.2,43 The Chair noted that this had indeed been clarified and this addressed the concerns of the EC. He noted that
a consensus had heen reachad on deleting the words “as a lasi resort” and “landings” in the draft resolution, and turned
the consideration of the Working Group to the draft recommendation subrmitted by the EC concerning the ban on landings
and transshipments of vessels from non~contracling partics identified as having commitied a serious infringement.

G.a.44 The delegate of the EC introduced the revised rocommendation and pointed out that last year [CCAT had
identified these vessels and therefore this year [CCAT could propose banning landings of such vessels. .

G.2.45 The Chair asked if there wete any ohj'ections to the EC propasal, and hearing nene the PWG apreed to forward
the "Resohution Concerning the Unraported and Unregulated Catches of Tunas by Large-scale Longline Vessels in the
Corvention drea”, with these changes, to the Comunission (altached as Annex 5-18 (o the Commission Proceedings),
6.0} Swordfish

6.1 The Delegate of the EC, referring to the National Reports, stated that the flag of convenience vessels Continue
nnioading unregulated catches of swordfish at the ports of EC Member States,
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6.c) Other spepies

6.c.1 At a laler session, the Chair referred to the drafi Ietters regarding the fishing of other species o Guinea Bissau
and to Singapore, Vanuatu, and Kenya, (attached as Appendices 8 and 9 to ANNEX 8, respactively), and stressed that
these were letiers of warning rather than letters of identification. By consensus, the PWG adopted these letters and
forwarded them te the Commission for final approval,

6.¢.2 The Chair, roting thal there had been no reply to the previous letter, then referred to the drak letter to Sierra
Leone, described as a final warning to this country.

6.c.3 The Executive Secretary responded that one problem is that there is uncertainty as to whether Sierra Leone has
actually received these lerters, as some of these letters have been returned to ICCAT. Taking into account this observalion,
the drafi letter of final warning to Sierca Leone was adopted and forwarded to the Commission for {inal approval (attached
as Appeadix 10 io ANNEX B).

6.¢.4 The Chair noted that with regard to the draft letter 1o Trinidad and Tobago, there appeared to be consensus and
therefore the leticr was approved.

6.¢.5 The observer of CARICOM questioned what decision had heen made in regard Lo future work with Barbados and
Costa Rica.

7. Review of compliance by non-contracting parties, entities, or fishing entities
7.4} Reparding trade nteasures on Belize, Honduras, and Panoma

7.2.1 The Chair noted that in 1997 and 1998 trade measures had been taken against Belize, Honduras, and Panama
as derived by the 1996 resclutions, and aslced Dr, Miyake to provide an update of the topie.

7.2.2 Dr. Mivake reminded the delegates that Document COM/98/18, includes the ariginal letters from the Secretariat
to the nations of Belize, Honduras, and Panama as weil as responses from Betize and Panama, There was no response from
Honduras. The response from Belize contained no concrete data or information, As described carlier in this report, there
had been regent contacts with Panama regarding these issues,

7.2.3 The Chair inquired if there was consensus that no new evidence existed regarding these measures, and if there
‘wis any reason 1o consider changing the positien of the Commission, Hearing no intervention, it was decided that the
positian of the Commission remain constant. '

7.a.4 The delepaie of the EC reminded the PWG that in an earlier meeting the EC had expressed increased concemn
over vessels flying flags of conveniance in EC ports. The delegats referred to the EC draft proposed “Recommendation
Regarding Honduras, Belize and Panama Pursuant to the 1995 Swordfish Action Plan Resolution™, attached as Appendix
11 to ANNEX B, and wlich called attention to the need for consistency between measures taken to protect bluefin tuna
and measures taken to protect swordfish resources, It was noted that imports of swordfish in the EC had incraased
dramatically last year (including for Spain alonc 218 (?) MT, imported from Belize in 1997, 338 MT imporied from
Honduras in 1997, and 228 MT through July of 1998, 218 MT in 1997 from Panama and 239 MT through July 1998, 119
MT imported from Chinese Taipei in 1997 and an additional 140 MT throuph Tuly 1998, 192 MT imported from Chile
in 1997 and an additional 190 MT through July 1998). There had also been noted Mauritanian flagged vessels landing
swordfish in BC ponts. Therefore the EC expressed 2 desire to implement measures against Honduras, Belize, and Panama
similar 1o those taken with regard to bluefin in 1997. The delsgate noted that while these data provided sufficient evidence
to justify such an action, it was requested ather Contracting Parties provide any available additional data on Lhese
activities.

7.a.5 The Chair aprced that there was a need to assess the actvities of thess countries, and expressed that it would be
importasnt 1o distinguish the efforts of Panama to control such activities from the less substantial efforts of Belize and
Henduras, The Chair suggested returning to the proposal at a later point,

7.4.6 The delegate of Canada, referred to the proposal introduced earlier by the delegate ofthe EC about applying trade
mecasurcs on swordfish for Panama, Belize, and Honduras, He remarked that last year the Commission advised Panama,
Belize, and Honduras of this concern, but since that time had received very liitde information Irom thess countries. This
made it difficalt to judge what had been happening in these countries, However significant bade in swordfish in 1897 and
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1998 had been noted, implying that no affective responsc to such letters had been taken. This could he considered
sufficient evidence for laking furthar al:t!on and therefore discussion of lrade sancticns could he appropriate,

7.a.7 The delegate of the Un:ted Smtes cxprcssad gencral support for the Canadian intervention, but remarked that
while the Warlang Group should be aggressive with the use of trade sanctions it should also be careful. Tt was also
imporiant to ensure that we procesdad in a matter that was consistent and non-discriminatory. However, as the action of
last year was nat the isswance of letters of identification but rather a letter of warnings, the appropriate action for this year
should be to issue lellers of identification such that action on trade sanctions could be taken by the Commission if
necessary in 1999. One prohlem is that we do not have a good system within the U,S. to distinguish Atlantic vs Pacific
swordfish gnd rassshipments, Others may have such information now, and the U.S. is moving towards establishing a
system that will improve the collection of this information in the foture.

7.a.8 The delegate of Japan expressed agreement (hat these countrics should be formally identified this year and the
issue should be revisited in 1999,

7.a.9 The Chair noted that it appeared clear that the United States and Japan had made persuasive arguments, bui
postponed further action to allow delegations ime to discuss the issue,

7.a,10 The deiegate of the EC stated again that he did not share this interpretation, but that if the problem were simply
procedural then significant opposition has still not been expressed. The recommendation as drafted was flexible enough
that it could be amended to include a pericd of 3 to 4 months for formal notification, after which ICCAT conld then take
the appropriale measurcs,

7.2.11The delegate of Japan inquired of the EC whether this remark refarred to the writing of a letter which would
have an putomatic trigger, With such a trigger, unless ICCAT heard a posilive rasponse in the allotted time from the
identified couritriss, trade measures would be established. It was expressed that such an action would not be consistent
with Commission policy, and that during the firsi and second identification there should be an equivalant pericd of time,
such as the one year given in the case of bluefin. 1n addition, the measures in question take time for Japan and other
relevant importing countries to implement,

7.a.12 The delegate from the United States noted that the view ol the United Stales had not changed from previous
sessions, despite being very sympathetic to the need to addrass the problem. However clearly the inability to agree with
the position of the EC was due to procedural problems, and the importance of following the plans that ICCAT has
implemented, It was agreed that the problern must be addressed as sirongly as possible within the established procedure.

7.a.13 The delegate of the EC acknowledged that it is [egitimate {0 have diffcring legal interpretations and reiterated
that the view of the EC is not the same as that of the United States, It was expressed that the proposal was consistenl wilh
what had happened with bluefin tuna, and that there was a precedsat for an automatic clause.

7.a,14 The delegate of the EC reminded the group thai there had been some discussion of the EC proposal and
appeared to be no substantive ohjections, although three delagations had agreed that nol all of the clements necessary to
proceed in this matter had been met, The delegate of the EC referred to the observer from the Legal Department of FAQ
and inquired of his opinion regarding whether the EC proposal complied with the existing action plan for swordfish,

7.a.15 Upon inquiry fram the Chair, the delepate from the EC also indicated that informal discussion of this issue with
the ather imterested parties had not produced clear consensus.

7.2.16 The observer from the Department of Lepal Services of FAO noted that he did nat hove the drafi of the EC
proposal to refer to directly, but recalled answering in the affirmadive to the EC.

7.a.17 The delegate of JTapan siated that he could not agree with the opinion of the observer from the FAO, and noted
that in the view of Fapan, if sanctions were to be pursned, the Action Plaa siates that the countries 1o be sanctioned should
have been formally identificd al the 1997 meeting. In Lhe opinjon of Japan the letters sentin 1997 did not constituie format
identification.

7.4.18 The delegate of Canada commented that when the issue was first discussed, Canada had expressed sympathy
with the EC reconunendation as evidence did exist that the parties in question werc not fishing in accordance with ICCAT
recommendations. However it was necessary for the process of a responsc 1o also be consistent with the action plan. In
the view of Canadsa , ICCAT had expressed concern with the fishing practices of the countries referred Lo in the proposal,
however those countries had not vet been formally identificd, and the next appropriate step shonld b ta fnrmail) identify
these countries,
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7.2.19 The delepate of the United States noted that with regards 1o procedure, care shteuld be taken not 10 repeat any
possible mistaices which may have ococurred in 1997, The gronp should ensure that it does not conclde without
tecommending formal identification of these countries. Withoul such a recommendation, the discossion in 1999 could be
very similar to that whlch had occurred here,

7.a.20 The delegale of the EC concurred with that opinion and apreed that if a {inal conclusion was not reached on
the EC propasal, the U,$. proposal could be accepted.

7.a.21 Ir, Miyake noted that in Appendix R fo Annex & of the 1997 PWG Repon, the PWG notified Barbados, Chile,
Cosla Rica, and Eeuadar that at the 199R session, trade restrictive measures might be considered, Thus, if the PWG fails
to follow up on those netifications with ideniifications there will ke no possibility of 1nking action next year should il be
demonstrated necessary to do so. In addition, in notifying these countries ordy a single leiter would have o be approved.

7.2.22 The delegate of Iapan exprassed a desire to move forward with the identification process (ot (he countries
referred to in the dmft EC recommendation, and noled that currently 1o sanction imports from these countries if they were
to be formally identified would be a large burden on Japar, It was aiso noted that if sanctions were to follow before the
1999 Commission meating thare would have to be an inter-sessional meating of the PWG.

7.8.23 The Chair conclnded that consensus on this issue had not been achieved, and discnssions should be suspended
as several delepations had expressed firm objections to the propased text. The Chair took note that there was a need to
pursue consultations on this issue, particularly on the draft letters to be sent in accordance with the U.8. proposal.

7.a.24 The Chair again reforred to the draft letter to Guinea Bissau (see Appendix 8 o ANNEX B), the text of which
was adopted by consegsus..

7.a.23 Al a later session, the Chair 2announced that informal discussions reparding the issuance of swordfish trade
sanctions apgainst Belize, Honduyas, and Panama had resulted in some consensus in the text of a draft letier to these
nations, and drew attention to the identification letters to Belize, Honduras and Panama (attached as Appendix 12 to
ANNEX 8). The Chair noted that consideration of these letters would cffectively delay trade restrictive measures nn(il the
1999 meeting, pending a responsg by these countries to the issues raised in these letiers.

7.2.26 The detegate of the EC comunented that while the EC was not opposed to the consensus which had been reached,
there was some disappointment reparding he failure to arrive at consensus regarding the proposai submitted earlier by
the EC (see Appendix 11). He remarked that the Legal Advisor present from the FAO had concurred with the views
expressed by the EC regarding this proposal as reflected earlier in this report. The delegate of the EC expressed his
satisfaction for the adoption of the recommendation on he ban on landings, and assured the PWG that the EC has the will
to apply this recommendation. With regard to the problem of flag of convenience vessels fishing swordfsh, the delegate
suggested that ICCAT consider establishing a certificate of origin for swordfish to assist in addressing this problem. Such
a certificate would neither teplace nor delay the current Plan of Action for swordfish,

7.a.27 The delegate of Japan gxpressed support for the concept of 2 certificate of origin for swordfish, nating thal such
2 program would be appropriate if and when sanctions were to be implamented,

7.2.28 The Chair commented that this idea would be reflected in the report, and remarked thai as there appeared to
be consensus on lhe draft letter to Belize, Hondras, and Panama that the PWG would forward the draft fetter to the
Commission for final adoption (ses Appendix 12 to ANNEX 8). '

7.8.29 The Chair then retierated the draft letier to Guinea Bissaun {sce Appendix 8} and remarked that as a result of
consuliations with the interested parties there appeared 1o be consensus on the issue pending a minor correction,

7.8.30 The delegate of Japan asked for clarification rcgai‘djn £ the fact that this latter was not an identificatien letter.
This point was affirmed by the Clair.

7.2.31 The delcgate of the EC sugpesied that future letters could be clarified if in such Jetters the particutar peint in
the Action Plan to which the leiter referred was expressed. In deing so it would be clear 10 both the drafiers and the
recipicats of the fetter a5 to which paragraph of the Action Plan process the leticr was referencing.

7.2.32 The delegate of Canada commented that the suggestion by (he EC was constructive and would bz valuable both
to the Commission a5 well as to the receiving party.
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7.a.31 The delepate of the United States remarked that while he had no cbjection in principie (o the supgestion by tha
EC, the Action Plan construction was such that only two letters were actually relevant; the first of these being a letter of
identification and the second advising that sanctions were to be implemented against that country. Other types of letters
were not necessanly reflected in the Action Plan, sucli as letters of wamning or tetters requesting information. However,
Lhe delegate noted that the United States would be in favor of clarifying the stape of the Action Plan process in future
letlers,

7.a,34 The Chair acknowlcdged that the suggestion of the EC was useful and recognized that there appeared to be
cansensns on the issuc. The Chair then noted that thiere was consensus on the lefter to Guinea Bissau and that the PWG
would forward the draft letter to the Commission for adopon

7 b} Transshipment

7.b.1 Dr. Miyake noted that no formal report had been roccived regarding the 1997 recommendation regarding
transshipment had been received and inquired whether any evidence for transshipments existed in national reports. [t was
also noted that the Secretariat had received inquiries from the Faroc Islands, Norway, and Izeland regarding attemnts by
flag of convenience vessels to transship to 4 member coutitry carpo vessel al the ports of those countries. The Secretariat
had notified those countries of the ICCAT recommendation on prokibition of transshipments.

7.b.2 The ohserver of Panama noted that Panama had undertaken offorts (o regulate vessals under the Panamantan flag
which hod conducted fishing on Atlantic swordfish, The observer noted that it might not be just to judge the nations of
Belize, Handuras, and Panama in the same manner as there was a pgreat range of efforts by those three parties to mest
ICCAT requests and Panama has made great efforts 1o address the sitwation,

7.e) Mdentification of Parries, entities, fishing entities fishing cantrary to ICCAT conservation measures

7.c.1 Dr, Miyake noted that there were two corntries fishing contrary to ICCAT recommendations which were
Contracting Parties and thus not the subject of this Werkdng Group. It was also noled that many vessels formerly flagged
by the nations of Panama, Honduras, and Belize have since reflagged to other non-coniracting parties/entities/fishing
cntitics (¢.g. Singapore, Vanaty, and the Philippines). A letier had been sent by the Secretary to the Philippines regarding
avessel abserved in the Mediterranean fishing contrary to [CCAT regulatory measures, however no response had yet been
received, -

7.c.2 The Chair stated that this issue had significant overlap between the PWG and the Compliance Committee. due
to the fact that the list of Japanese sightings referred to both Contracting and non-contracting parties/entities/Tisling
entities. The Chair also stressed the need (o exercise caution in the drafling of these letters, as there was evidence that
some vessels listed in the docament ware not legally flying the flaps of the countries referred to. For example, (s was
described to be the case with Trinidad and Tobago and Venszuela where evidence had been received that the vessels listed
in the document had mever been registered in those conntries, nor had received Hching licenses from the relevamt
authorities in those countries. '

7.¢.3 The delegate of the United Staics stated that the United States had studied (he available information and
concluded that several nations nol vet formally identified could be candidates for leners of concern, such as the
Philippines. In addition, information presented at an earlier session implicd that several other non-contracling parties
which are not custently in receipt ofietiers of concern inchided Singapore, Kenya, Vanuatu, and Sicrra Leone, Such leners
could serve a nseful purpose in the event thege governments are net aware of the situation, :

7.c.4 Dr, Miyake noted that Document COM/98/25 contains letters 1o Chinese Taipei and the Philippines regarding
vessels cited by Japanese authorities as being in the Mediterranean during the closed season, As regards such sightings,
Lthe gbserver from Chinese Taipei presented a statement relevant 1o the alleged operation of one of its vessels in the
Mediterranean, which is attached as Appendix 13 10 ANNEX 8.

7.c.5 The observer of CARICOM noted that the intent of the list of vessels provided earlier was for informative
purposss anly and net for procesdings, and questionsd why the United States had chosen only three of the 18 entities
referenced in that document to which to write.

7.¢.6 The delegaie of the United States noted that there were rcasons for identifying these nations, as in considering

who 12 write to it was decided uot to reference Contracting Parties, nor to wrile 1o countries fishing only in the Pacific
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Ocean, nor ta wrile {o countries which had already received letters of natification and wers subsequently under sanction,
By applying these critcria, the remaining countries were Singapore, Kenya, Vanualu, and Sierra Leone.

1.0.7 Dr, Miyake agreed that this classification was proper, however noted that of the countries listed by the United
States several had already received past commenications, including Sicrra Leone. I was recommendad that those with
expertise in the issue decide together which partics hed the potential to be undermining conservalion efforls and might
therofors be deserving of letters.

7.c.8 The delegate of Tapan expressed agreemoent with the concerns of the United States, however noted that care must
be laken when using the term “identification”, as letters used for identification for the purpose of implementing action
plans for bluefin tuna and swordfish should be considered distinet from those meant anly to inform entities of 2 potential
situation,

7.¢.% The Chair confirmoed that the describad letteis would net be “identification” [ettars und shared that these letiers
wounld net conlain any reference to the list of vessels document, as it had been provided [or informnalion purposes anly.

7.¢.10 The observer from Chinese Taipei noted {hat regulations had been issued in order to eliminate the licenses of
some vessels of Chinese Taipei as a result ol aperators of such vessels failing to fully disclose their activilies. With regard
to the vesscl allegedly sighted in the Mediterranean Sea there will be an effort by the Fisheries Authority 1o refrain the
vessel from transferring the ownership of the vessel and further measurcs will be taken according to relevant mnicipal
laws and regulations, In future cases the desire to take immediate action was expressed, and in addilion effarts were
ongoing 0 require vessel monilosing systems on fishing vessels of Chinese Taipei.

8. Reperenssions of various international agreements (U.N. Compliance Agreements, FAQ Code of Conduct, etc.)
relative to PWG work :

8.1 The Chair noted withoat objection that there was no new information regarding these issues and to avoid
replication the issue would be discussed Iater in the Plenary Session,

9. Meawares to Improve ICCAT-requived fisheries statistics

9.1 The Chair noted that the United States had requesied the addition of this issuc in the agenda and asked for
comments on the item.

9.2 The delegaie of the United States commented that some statistics, in parlicular statistics relaled to eastern Aitantic
and Medilerranean fisheries for binefin tuna between 1990 and 1996, had been revised by the SCRS for 2 pumber of
couniries, However no subsequent attempts had bean made to correct similar statistical information priorto 1990, Tt wonld
be beneficial to improve such statistical information for all prior time periods rather than only improving the information
for quota setting years, and all future caich data should be compiled carefully to avoid duplicating these efforts, It was also
noled that onty Morgceo had submitted revistons for species other than bluefin, and other Contracting Parties should
ensure that care is taken to report accurately for all species.

10. Future work and meetings of the Permanent Working Group

10.1 The Chair noted that in 1997 the Commission had considerad rewriting the mandates of both the Compliance
Committee and the PWG. He commenied that there did not currently appear tobe a aeed nor a desire to take such action,
and that instead both organs should continue with their work as veflected in their agenda for the 1998 ICCAT meeting.
11. Other matters

11.1 Dr. Powers recalled that in the SCRS Report and overview it had been recomunended that the Commisszon provide

cxemptions to the distribution of scientific materials regarding BTSD in order to facilitate the transfer of biological
materiats and engure that neither customs nor ICCAT mandates are subscquently violated.
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12, Adoption of Report

12.1 The Reperi of the Permanent Working Group was adopted, with the understanding that the changes/madifications

presented at the time of adopted would be introduced by the Secretariat, who may also make minar editorial changes,
particularly relative to the numbering of the appendices, annexes, eic.

12.2 The Chair commended the PWG for the progress achieved during this session, He alsa thanked the rapporieur

and the Secreizriat staff for their work,

13. Adjournment

13.1 The 1998 mecting of the Parmanant Working for the Improvement of ICCAT Statistics and Conservation

Measures (PW(GE) was adjourned en November 23, 1948,

on Un o

g

g

Appendix 1 to ANNEX §
PWG AGENDA

COpening of the meeting
Adoptien of Agenda and appointment of rapporteur
Status of implementation of ICCAT Recommendations adopted by the Commission relative 1o the Bluelin Tuna
Statistical Document Program;

a Review of biannual reporting of the BTSD

b On the validation of BTSDs batwsen TCCAT Contracting Parties that are members of the EUJ

¢ On BTED:s for the re-export of bluefin mnt

d On BTSDs for farmed or raised hina

e Updating of validation signatures and seals {e.g. for new Contracting Parties)

T Others {(e.p. BTSDs that are not numberad)
Review of responses lo the Commission Chairman’s letiers concerning compliance
Review of the applications for Cooperating Party/Entity/Fishing Entity status
Review of unveported catches estimated and vessel sighting reports concarning fishing activities of non-contracting
pariies, entities and fishing entities

a Bluefin tung

b Swordfish

¢ Other species
Review of compliance by non-cenimacting pariies, entities or fishing entities

a Regarding trade measures on Belize, Honduras, and Panama

b Transshipment

¢ Identification of parties, entities, fishing entities ﬁsh.mg contzary to ICCAT conservation measures

Repercussions of various international agreemennts (U.IN. Compliance Agreements, FAC Code of Cunduct etc}
relative to PWG work
Measures to improve ICCAT-required fisherics statistic

10 Fature work and mestings of the Permanent Working Group
11 Other manters

12 Adoption of Report

13 Adjournment
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Appendix 2 to ANNEX 8

STATEMENT BY OBSERVER FRGM
THE MARITIME ATTHORITY OF PANAMA TO THE PWG

Panama is 4 nation which has coasts on the warld's two major oceans. Her maritime territory exceeds her land
territory, from which it can be clearly understoed that the use of marine and coastal resources are tataily natural for oar
nation and for this reason we value our right to ihe rational and sostainable exploitation of these resources,

The geographital characterislics of our country are unique, and these characteristics condition ihe natural
possibilities af aur cultural, secial and economic development, Only our locality made possible the construction of tha
Pangma Canal and the creation of our Financial Centre and our Free Part, the second largest in 1he world.

Currently, our economic growth has beern based on port development, fishery and commescial exchange, economic
services being more than 70% ofthe Gross Domestic Product. As our country is developing, we need to continually ravise
and adjust the models of economic prowih, and thus avoid sutmoded models. Our geagraphical conditions as well as our
access 10 the oceans means thai the maritime sector is without doubi one of the most important, and on which we depend
totally.

Our Government has established the Maritime Authority of Panama (dwioridad AMaritima de Paromd - AMP) with
the aim of tofally unifying this secter, in order thai it become dynamic and able to respond immediately as (o how lo
implement international conventions retating to maritime issues. The structural orgaaization of the AMP combines the
Directorate of Marine and Coastal Resources (Direccion de Recursos Marinos y Costeras) with the Direciorate of the
Marchant Marine {Direccion de Marina Mercanie), the Directorate of Seamen (Direccion de Gente do Mar) and Lhe
Directorate of Ports and Auwdliary Macitime Industries (Direccion de Puertos e Indusivias Mariiimas Auxifiares). In order
te ensure that the newly created AMP (February 1998) is free from possible political instability, the first Administrator
has a teem of office which continues until 31 Aungust 2004. In this way it will achieve e contimmity neccssary at the
conselidation siage of this entity.

The only way in which Panams can (ace the problem of Atlantic bluefin tung is by being totally respougible, To show
this, we have in the last two years reduced the nursber of fishing boats on the Panamarian register as these did nol respond
to the new requirements which authorizcs them to fish internationally. The rest will be reduced, as far as we can estimate,
by at least 60% more. Furthermore, the ratification of the [nternational Convention for the Conservation of Atlantic Tonas
is now with our Legislative Assembly and has been approved at the first reading.

The right to fish has always been defended by Panama and our plans are aimed st processing and trading the
produacts of the sea in our country. The survival of the Atlantic bluefin tuna species is very important 16 us. Panama wishes
to join ICCAT as a Contracting Party, as having the longest register in the world, we consider it our responsibility 1o
cogperate directly and elfectively in the implementation of the measures which in general have the objective of respansible
and sustainabls fisharies.

Panama does ot offer any refuge in its fag 10 these vessels which do net comply with international conventions
and has made its commarcial interests secondary to sustainable fishing, The Panamanian register grew by four million
gross registered tons in the last quarter of this year, in spite (or perhaps becanse of) the strict new entry confrols in force.
This year salellite control will become operative for fishing vessels with both national and international licences, as well
a3 an effective system of catch inspection, There is only one path to follow, that of seriousness and responsibility, and
Panama is already on that path.
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Appendix 3 10 ANNEX 8

LETTER TO TRINIDAD & TOBAGD
ENCOURAGING CONTINUED COLLABORATION WITHE ICCAT

Dear ;

As customary, the International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas (ICCAT) reviewad information
concerning the fishing activities of various non-contracting parties, entities, and fishing entities, including Trinidad and
Tobago, at its 1998 annual meeting. We commend your couniry's continued efforts to provide relevant datg and
information to ICCAT concerning your own vessets and those that fish in and around Trinidad and Tobago, Further,
althouph we were disappointed that representatives of your govarnment did not attend the 1998 ICCAT meeting, we arc
pleased that Trimdad and Tobage is finalizing efforts to join the Commission, and look forward to your being a
Contracting Party at (he earliest opportunity,

We would particalarly like to emphasize the importance of comprehensive data colleclion (catch, effort, biological,
economic) plays in developing a complete picture of 1ICCAT fisheries. Given the quantity and varied origins of catches
landed in Trinidad and Tobage, we realize the complexity of your situation and appreciate that you are taking your
responsibilities as both a flag statc and a port state seriously. We did note, however, that the data provided in your 1997
national report were not as complete as those presented in your 1996 report, specifically, there seems te be only a partial
listing of transshipment data,

Complete transshipment data reperting are critical for proper accounting and attribution of catch taken in the ICCAT
Convention Area, Any edditional information you can provide regarding transshipment through your porls would be
preatly appreciated.

We also note 2 poleatial confusion regarding catch reporting. Although your domestic policies appear to attribule
catch to vessels owned and rogistered in Trinidad and Tobage, ICCAT praciice is to attributc catches by flag and not to
consider ownership. It would be useful to receive clarification of your reporting policies relative to this question, as well
as to understand better the registration policies of Trinidad and Tobago.

Thank you for your atiention to these matiers, and we look forward to centinued closs cooperation,

Appendix 4 to ANNEX 8

LETTER T0(Q CHINESE TAIFEL
REGARDING COOPERATING STATUS

Dear:

The International Commission for the Conservation of Aflantic Tungs (LCCAT) welcomes your interesl in promoting
close copperation in the work of the Commission according to the terms of the 1997 “Resoiution by JCCAT on Becoming
a Cooperating Party, Entity or Fishing Entity”. It has heen decided to consider favorably your request to be granted the
status afforded by this resolution. You should note that such status requires fishing in conformity with the conservation,
management, and compliance decisions of ICCAT, including the current measures which have been agreed to 4s well as
all future resolutions and recommendatians adopted by the Commission. Atlached is the complete compilation of the
Commission's current mansgsment Recommendations and Resolutions which have been adepted by ICCAT and that
Chinese Taipei will be expected io follow. Included in these recommendations are several conservation measures whiclh
are of particular concern in 1999, namely:

* North Atlantic swordfish: a catch limit of 287 MT, which is a 45% reduction from Chinese Taipei’s 1996 catch
level;
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+ South Atlantic swordfisht: catch to be counted against the 1169.6 MT allotted ta the calegory “Others” in Lie
"Recommendation by ICCAT Concerning the Establishment of Pevcentage Shares of Total Allowable Catch (TAC)
and 1998-2000 Caich Quotas for South Atlantic Swordfish ™,

» Attantic blue marlin and Adantic while marlin: reduce [andings by at Jeast 23 % from 1996 levels by the end of
1992 and promote the voluniary release of blue marlin and white marlin;

» Hluefin tuna: no directed fishery allowed in the west Atlantic and no fishing by longline vessels in the
Mediterrancan from Juxte 1 through July 31;

= Bigcye tuna: a8 imit on catches of 16,500 MT.

In addition, you wili be expected to provide thorongh annual reports of ICCAT-required statistics regarding your
fishing and research activities in the Convention Area,

We are pleased with your intersst in ¢loser cooperation with the Commission and would appreciate confirmation that
you share the understandings expressed in this lelier as ta your obligation under the status afforded by the 1997 Resolution.

Appendix 5 to ANNEX 8

LETTER TO MEXICO
REGARDING COOPERATING STATUS

Dear;

"Ihe Intcrnational Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tonas (ICCAT) welcomes your interest in promoting
clase cooperation in the work of the Commission according to the terms of the 1997 “Rasolution by [CCAT on Becoming
a Cooperating Parly, Enlity op Fishing Entity”. The Commission has decided o consider favorably your request to be
granted the status afforded by this resolution. You should note that such status requires fishing in conformity with the
conservation, management, and compliance decisiens of ICCAT, including the corrent measures which have been agreed
to as well as all future resolutions and recommendations 2dopted by the Commission. Attzched is the complete compilslion
of the Commission’s current management Recomrmendations and Resolutions which have been adopied by ICCAT and
that Mexico will be expecled ta follow. Included in these Recommendations are several conservation weasures applying
lo areas where Mexdcan vessels arc fishing at leyels that are currently consistent with ICCAT conservation measures,

Please note that you will now also be expected to provide therough anmual reports of [CCAT-sequired stalistics
regarding your fishing and research activities in the Convention Area,

We are pleased with your interest in closer cooperation with the Commigsion and would appreciate confirmation hat
you share the understandings expressed in this lelier as (o your obligations under the status afforded by the 1997
Resolulian,

Appendix 6 to ANNEX 8

STATEMENT BY JAPAN TQ THE PWG
REGARDING UNREPORTED AND UNREGULATED CATCHES
BY LARGE-SCALE TUNA LONGLINE VESSELS IN THE CONVENTION AREA

At las| yearss meeting of this Permanent Working Group, we pointed out ihe possible transfer of flags of large-scale
longline vessels operaling but not reporting caiches in the Convention Aren. The Fisheries Agency of Japan (FAT) held
a series of hearings from Japanese impaortars and buyers of frozen tuna products and conducted research an the various
impori data to obtain information on the fishing activities of those longline fleets. As a resull, a list of 190 longline vessels
was worked out. We would like 1o present the list to the PWG.
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The listed longline vessels are fishing tunas in the Atlantic Ocean including the Mediterranean Sea and the Indian
Ocean and exporting most of their catches to Japan, We estimated their main fishing grounds from the poris of
transshipment of the catches (see the far ripht column in the list), Eighty-nine longliners arc estimated to be operating
in the Conventicn Arga without respecting the ICCAT resource conservation measures,

Further problematic aspect of this issue is slippery behavior of the owners controlling the fishing operations. After the
trade resirictive measures were taken against Belize, Honduras and Panama, many of those owners {ransferred the flags
from the three countries to others including net only non-contracting partics but also Coniracting Parties of the
Cemumission. As a matter of fact, the Japaunese patrol boat sighied a large tuna longline vessel of Philippine fag (s year
in the Mediterranean Seq; unreported catches of Atlantic bluefin and bigeye tunas have been imported to Japan under the
names of products of Equatarial Guinea. The FAJ communicated with Chinese Taipei and their tuna fishing industry
through industry channels for several times this year and confirmed such transfer of the flags. Most of thase longliners
were financed by Taiwanese business entitics. :

We are not opposed to sound development of the Iongline fishery by Conrracting or non-Contracting Parlics in a
mianner consistent with the [CCAT conservation programs. But unregulated and nnreported Iongline fshing should not
be allowed to continue under the names of those Parties having o control over such fishing activities, Those Jarge-scale
longline vessels have been enjoying unregulated and irvesponsible fishing just by changing flags from onc nalion 1o
another. Their owners are taldng advantage of the easiness in obtaining vessel registration from those Parties 50 a5 to avoid
the ICCAT conservation meastites, Thay can easily obtain new vessel registration at the forcign offices, for example a
consulate peneral in Singapore or Cape Fown oniside the knowledge of fishery management autherities of the home
povermments, Therefore, we need an effective mechanism for notifying the home governments of such vessel registration
and urging them to revake the registration. If those Parties does not provide the Commission with explanation on the
registration in question after notified through such mechanism, we must consider an appropriate next step to siop the
unregulated longline fishing, The Japanese delegation would like to propose a drafi reselution to tackle this issue for
consideration of this PWG and the Compliance Committee, [n this resolution, we would alsa like ta have some
cncouragement or endorsement by the Commission for the Japancse effort 10 collect impori data and assaciated
information on this issue,

After consultation with Japan, Chinese Taipei decided to fake the necessary measures 10 deal with this issue. For
example, Chinese Taipei started the persuasion process to their industry to call back a part of these tuna Jongline vessels
to Chinese Taipei's tegistration. Japan is willing to assisi their affort to rectify this problamatic sitvation and at the same
would like to urp the Commission to exiend utnost assistance to those Parties or fishing eatitics which will cooperale,
including Chinese Taipel.

Appendix 7 to ANNEX 8

STATEMENT BY THE OBSERVER FROM CHINESE TAIPEI
CONCERNING THE UNREPORTED AND UNREGULATED FISHING
VESSELS IN THE CONVENTION AREA

1 Afier listening to the statement made by the Japanese delegation concerning the unrepornted and uarcpulated fishing
vessels and fishing activities in the Convention Area, we would like to echo the findings and suggestions submitied
by the Japancse delepation.

2 Asagovernment having long experience in managing a hupe distant-waler fishing {leet, we do share the spme feeling
as Japan, Fishing vessels owned by the nationals of one party but registering and operating under the flag of another
party do create an unpleasant and sometimes confusing sitvation, as well as possibly undermine the regional
conservation and management efforts of the fisheries respurces,

3 According to the spirit and letter of the 1982 United Natians Convention on the Law of the Sea, a flag State shall not
anly enjoy exclusive jurisdiction over the vessels flying its flag but also ha responsible for the conducl of these vessels.
In so far as the Jetier of the 1982 UN Convention on the Law of the Sea is strictly construcd, the party whase nationals
awn the vessels which fly another party’s flag shatl niot bear the responsibility for the conduct of these vessels.

4 However, we understand that to make sure the effectiveness of the conservation and management measures on the
tuna and tuna-iike stocks in the Convention Area is a common obligation and duties for 4li the parties fishing in this
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region. With this understanding and within our jurisdictional rights, we have taken the necessary moves in lackling
this issue. Tirst of all, moral suasian has bezn taken and imposed on the owners of Lhese vessels. Al the same lime,
our Government lias started fo figure oul a proper legal framework and administrative mechanism domestically to
cope with these vessels, either to have them return to the adequate flag or to impose some sorts of Testrictive measures
aloug wilh grading parties and ICCAT as a whole so a5 to make their conducts difficult and commercially unviable,

5 In these regards, other than the unilateral actions and efforis taken by my Government, we need copperation [rorm
otlier parties, including baoth the trading and flag-granting parties, as well as the regional fisherics bodies, such as
JCCAT. :

Appendix 8 o ANNEX 8

WARNING LETTER. TO GUINEA BISSAU
CONCERNING BLUEFIN TUNA FISHING

Dear:

The laternational Commission for the Conservation of Aftantic Tunas (ICCAT) is the multilateral international body
charged with coordinating rescarch and management of tuna and tuna-like species in the Afantic Ocean and adjacent
5E85.

At its 1998 Annual Mecting, ICCAT reviewed information under the ICCAT “dction Plan o Ensure the
Effectiveness of the Conservation Program for Atlantic Bluefin Tuna” in order to identify vesscls that may be engaged
in fishing activities that diminish the effectiveness of ICCAT bluefin tung congervation megsures, The Bluefin Tuna
Acton Plan sets forth a pracess designed to seek the cooperation of partias, entities and fishing entities not members of
ICCAT, with the conservation program far Atlantic bluefin tuna. This process provides for, as a last resort. the use of trade
restriclive measures against mon-members whose vessels diminish the effectiveness of ICCAT comservation and
ranagement measures for bivefin tuna, Copies of the Bluefin Action Plan and current bluefin tuna conservation measures
are attached. ' o

As part of its conservation and management efforts, ICCAT tracks bluciin trade information via Bluefin Tuna
Statistical Documents (BTSDs). A revicw of this year’s BTSDs shows that Guinea Bissau-flagged fishing vessels in the
eastern Adantic exported 66 MT of bluefin tuna 1o Japan throngh Ociober, 1598,

The Cornmnission therefore requests Guinea Bissau to advise what actions it will take to provide catch data 1o ICCAT,
and to ensure that your vessels do nat catch Atlantic bloefin tuna. At its 1999 annual meeting, the Commission will review
such data and information and decide whather or not to taks further steps as authorized in the Action Plan,

The Commission wishes to encourage Guinea Bissan to provide information, implement consérvntion measures, and
become a member of or a Cooperating Party, Entity, or Fishing Entity to ICCAT, if your vessels continue 1o fish for una

in the ICCAT Convention Area. The Commission is ready to answer any questions or provide further information.

Thank you for your atiention ta this matter,

Appendix 9 to ANNEX 8
LETTER TO SINGAPORE, VANUATU AND KENYA
SEEKING CLARIFICATION OF FISHING PRACTICES
Dear:
The Imternational Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas ICCAT) is the muititateral international body

charged with coordinating rescarch and manegement of tuna and tuna-fike specizs in the Atlantic Ocean and its adjacent
SEMS,
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Al its 1998 Annual Meeting, ICCAT reviewed trade and sighting information in order to tdentify vessels that may
be engaged in fishing aclivities that diminish the effectiveness of HCCAT conservation measures, ICCAT has developed
Action Plans for Atlantic bluefin tuna and Atlantic swordfish that sct forth a process designed to seek the cooperation of
parties, entities or fishing entities not members of LCCAT with the conservation program for these species.

This process provides for, 25 a 1ast resary, the use of trade restrictive measnres against non-members whose vessels
diminish the effectiveness of ICCAT conservation and managemen! Ieasures,

As part of its 1998 anmual review, [CCAT was presented with information that the longline vessel(s) [Skeng Fang,
6, Shun Kuo and Yu Hsiang, afl] [Obance 2] [Hsiang Chang 606] flying the flag of [Singapore] | Vanuatm] [Kerya], appear
to be fishing in the Atlantic Occan {or specics under [CCAT'S purview.,

We are concerned by this information, and welceme any clarification you can provide the Commission regarding the
status and activities of these vessels. If you intend (o pursue highly-migratory fisheries in the Atlantic or Mediterrancan,
we encourage yon io develap policies which follow ICCAT's conservation and managemenl mensures.

Thark you for your attendion o this matter, and wa look forward to yaur response.

Appendix 18 fo ANNEX 8

FINAL WARNING LETTER TO SIERRA LEONE
REGARDING BLUEFIN AND SWORDFISH FISHING

Dear:

Atits 1998 annual meeting, the Internationa! Commission for the Conservation of Allantic Tunas (ICCAT) reviewed
information in order to identify vessels that may be engaged in fishing activities that diminish the effectiveness of ICCAT
conservatior measures, ICCAT has developed Action Plans for Attantic bivefin tuna and Atiantic swordfish that set forth
a process designed to seck the cooperation af parties, entitics, and fishing entities not members of ICCAT, with 1he
canservation program for these species. This process provides for, as a lasi resort, the use of trade resirictive measures
against non-members whose vessels diminish the effectiveness of ICCAT conservation and management measures. Copics
of the Aclion Plans that clahorate this process are enclosed.

As part of its roview of trade and sighting information, JCCAT Jearned that vessels flying the flag of Sierra Leonc
appear (o be fishing for ICCAT species in 1998 without regard to ICCAT conservation and management measures. We
fote this is not the first year the Commission has received such information, We are concerned that Sierra Leone has failed
to respond to our earlier requests for information and bas taken no action to address the corcerns of the Commission.

The Commission therefore requests Sierra Leone to advisc what actions it will take to provide catch data to ICCAT
and to implement the conservation and mauagetent measures of the Commission. At its 1959 annual meeting, ICCAT
will review the situation and determine how to praceed, including the possibility of impleinenting the aforementioned
Action Plan. For yaur information, we also enclose a compilation of all current TCCAT conservation and management
I11GA5UrES,

We would be pleased ta provide firther information shounld you desire it.

Thank you for your promipt atiention to this matter,
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Appendis 11 to ANNEX 8

PROPOSAL BY THE EC
REGARDING HONDURAS, BELIZE AND PANAMA
PURSUANT TO THE 1995 SWORDFISH ACTION PLAN RESOLUTION
(not adopled)

RECOGNIZING the authprity and responsibility ol ICCAT (o manage populations of swordfish in the Atlantic Ocean
and its adjacent scas, at the international level;

NOTING the need for all non-Centracting Parlies, catities or Oishing entities fishing for swerdfish in the Atlantic
Qcean and its adjacent seas to join ICCAT or cooperate with ICCAT's conservation and management mcasures;

RECALLING the Comumission’s past actions over many years 1o encourage Henduras, Belize and Panama o
coaperate with ICCAT conservation and management measitres for Atlantic swordfish;

CONSIDERING the sighting of vessels of Honduras, Belize and Panamg fishing swordfish in the Atlantic Ocean,
EXPRESSING CONCERN with regard to the over-fished statos of swordfish in the Atlantic Ocean;

RECALLING the Commisgian’s Action Plan to ensure the effectiveness af the conservation measures for Atlantic
Swordfish, adopted in 1995;

RECOGNIZING that effective management of swordfish stocls cannot be achieve by Contracting Parties of ICCAT
whose fishermen are forced to reduce their catches of Atlantic swordfish nnless all non-Contracting Parties, entiligs or
fishing entities cooperate with ICCAT in connection with its conservation and managemeni measures;

CALLING ATTENTION to the 1997 decision by the Commission o send letters to Honduras, Belize and Panama
specifying that vessels of those nations had been fishing for Atlantic swordfish in a manner which diminishes the
effectivencss of the ICCAT swordfish conservation mensures, and racognizing that the decision was based on catch, trade
amd vessel sightings data;

CAREFULLY REVIEWING information received in response to the Commission's requests to Hounduras, Belize, and
Panamz that (hey ensure that the Atlantic swordiish fishung activities and catch reporling by their flag vessels aze
consistent with 1ICCAT’s recommendatians;

FINDING that there has besn no response fram Honduras, that the response from Belize provided no information,
and that the responses from Panama show good progress but no indication that fishing by Panamanian flag vessels has
heen hronght into consistency with ICCAT conservation measures;

NOTING that this Recommendation does not prejudice the righis and oblipations of Contracting Parties based on
other international agreements;

Therefore,

THE INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION FOR THE CONSERVATION
OF ATLANTIC TUNAS (ICCAT) RECOMMENDS THAT:

t  Coniracting Pariies take appropriale measurss, consistent with provisions of the Resolution by ICCAT Concerning
an Action Plan to ensure effectiveniess of the Conservarion Pragram jor Atlantic Swordfish, 1o the eflect that the
import of Atlantic swordfish and its products in any form from Honduras, Belize and Panama be prohibited from
Tanuary 1, 2000.

2 Tha Commission again request that Henduras, Belize and Panama cooperate with ICCAT by fishing in a manner and

exlent consistent with ICCAT conservalion and management measures and by providing catch siatistics (o ICCAT
in accordance with ICCAT procedures,
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3 The Commission continucs to encourage Honduras, Belize and Panama to become Contracting Parties or Cooperaling
Parties and welcomes participation by Honduras, Belize and Panzma at all ICCAT mestings.

4 The Secretariat send lettors to Honduras, Belize and Panama providing copies of this recommendation and copies of
all relevant FCCAT conscrvalion measures and actions relating to Atlantic swordfish,

5 Contracting Partics again review, in accardance with the Action Plant to ensure effectivenesy of the Conservation
Program for Atlentic Swordfish, information received from Honduras, Belize and Panama as well as catch, trade and
sighting information regarding fishing activities of these three conntries at the 1999 annual meeting of the
Commission to assess whether any change in the actions called for in paragraph A above is warranted.

6  Contracting Panics lift the import prohibition on any af the three countries referred to in paragraph {A) above, upon
the decision of the Commission and receipt of notification from ICCAT Execntive Sceretary that fishing practices
of that conntry have been broughl into consistency with ICCAT conservation measures for swordfisiy.

Appendix 12 to ANNEX §

IDENTIFICATION LETTERS TO BELIZE, HONDURAS, AND PANAMA
REGARDING NON-COMPLIANCE WITH ICCAT
SWORDFISH CONSERVATION MEASURES

Dear:

Subzequent to its 1993 meeting, the International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas (ICCAT)
announced that it had adopted a “Resolutian Concerning an Acilon Plan to Ensure Effectiveness of the Conservation
Program for Atlantic Swordfish”, The Action Plan sets forth a process to seek the cooperation of non-contracting parties,
entitics or fishing entities with the Commission’s conservation program for Atlantic swordfish. This process requires the
Comumission to identify non-contracling parties, enfilies or fishing entities with vessels fishing for Adantic swordfish in
a manner which diminishes the effectiveness of the relevant conservation measures of the Commission, and to request any
party, enlity or fishing entity so identified to reciify its fishing activities. As a Iast rasort, this process can result in
recomumendations for Contracting Parties to lake non-discriminatory trade restrictive measures, cansistent with their
international obligations, on Atlandc swordfish producis from the non~member countries whose flag vessels continue to
fish for Atlantic swordfish in 2 manger which diminishes the effectiveness of the Commission’s conservation maasuras
for this species.

During the 1997 and 1998 annual meetings, the Commission received evidence that fishing vessels with flags of
[Belize/Honduras/Panama] have heen fishing for Aflantic swordfish in a manmer inconsistent with ICCAT
recommendations. A letter was sent toyon on ___ just after the 1997 Commission mecting indicating the concerns afthe
Commission, (No response indicating efforts to rectify the situation has been recvived, Belize/Honduras) {We are
encouraged by your response to this letier and by your attendance at the 1998 anmmal meeting. The evidence of cenfinued
fishing by vessels with Fanamanian flags continues however. Panama) Consequently, at its 1998 meeting, the Commission
identified [Belize/Honduras/Panama)] pursuant to paragraphs ¢ and 4 of the aforementioned Action Plan as a non-
contracting party with vessels fishing for Atlantic swordfish in a manner which diminishes the effectiveness af the ICCAT
swordfish conservation program. The Commission is hereby requesting the Governieent of [Belize/Hondnras/Panama]
to rectify the fishing activities of its flag vessels o as pol to diminish the effectiveness of the ICCAT swordfish
conscrvation program, and to advise the Commission of actions taken in that repard,

During the 1999 annval meeting, ITCCAT will review the situation and consider any actions which may have been
laken by [Belize/Honduras/Panama] te rectify the fishing activities of its flag vesscls, and if it is determined that these
activities have not been rectified, the Commission will, in accordance with the Action Plan referred 1o above, recommend
that Contracting Parties toke non-discriminatory trade restrictive measures, consistent with their international obligations,
on Adantic swordfish products in any form from [Belize/Honduras/Panama.
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For your information, I am enclosing herewith copies of each of the regulatory measures as well 85 the resolutions
relative lo the activities of fishing vessels of non-contracting parties, entitics or fishing cntities, which have been adopted
by the Commission,

The Commission would be pleased to provide any further information or clarification on this issue, which your
authorities may require,

Appendix 13 ip ANNEX 8

STATEMENT BY THE OBSERVER FROM CHINESE TAIPEX
TO THE PWG REGARDING THE ALLEGED OPERATION
OF “TE SHENG No, 12" IN THE MEDITERRANEAN

Mr. Chairman;

ICCAT adoptad a resolution concerning a closed season for bluefin tuma fishing in {he eastern Atlantic at its 13
Repular Meeting in 1993. In order to have this resoinfior implemented domestically, our fisheries autherity has issued
executive regulations, which snspend the licenses of those vessels that violate the said resolutions.

According to the sighing information provided by the Japanese Government, we have identified one vessel with
Taiwanese registration, named “Te Cherg No. 127 reported by ICCAT that this vessel was aliegedly aperating in the
Mediterranean on 24 June 1998, We learned this case with indignation, If such behayior proved to be true, it cbvigusly
violated our regnlations as well as the ICCAT resolution. Upon receiving the message from ICCAT, our Fishetics
Authority, as a first step, prohibited the alleged vessel from transter of ownership so as to prevent the vessel owner from
Rarther d15c1phnm'y penzalties. The vessel owner and masier might even face criminal penalties later on. Upon receipl of
the letter from the Executive Secretary of ICCAT, we have tuken immediate action Lo investigate the case, We wili keep
ICCAT informed with regard 10 the latest pracess of this case. We would like to suggest that in case of such,an incident
should aceur in the fature, a prompt notification to .our Fisheries: Agthority will be helpid in 1denu.[‘v1ng the vessel
registration and immediate action conld be taken. '

~ Inorder ta fulfill the state respnns1b lllty m onr fishing vessels operating on the high seas, we have encouraged all the
acean-going fishing vessels to install a Vessel Monitering System {VMB) slarting last year.
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ANNEX 9

REPORT OF THE COMPLIANCE COMMITTEE

1, Opeaing of the meeting |

1.1 The Compliance Comunittes was opencd by the Chairman of the Committze, Mr. . Dominguez (EC-Spain).

2. Adoption of the Agenda

2.1 The Apenda proposed by the Chairman was adopted (Appendix 1 to ANNEX 9},

3. Nomioaiion of Rapporteur

3.1 D1, F, Gauthiez (EC-France) wias nominated and accepled to serve as rapporteur for the Compliance Commities.

4, Status of the compliance of the Contracting Parties as concerns statistics

4.1 The Assistant Executive Secretary reiterated the importance of the statistics to the stock assessment work and
for decigions relative to conservation measures. Dr. Miyake, awazc that the estimates provided by the scientists are not
always camplete, nevertheless cansidered that these arc the best available, as they are thoroughly reviewed by the SCRS.
He noted that this year the SCRS accepled various data revisions, particularly for 1993 and 1994 data. He said he regretied
that the size data are often very incomplete, in particular as concerns the west Atlantic tropical fisheries,

4.2 The Committes also repretted the lack of or delay in transmitting data, and urged 'ulé Contracting Parties to
comply mere rigorously with their obligations in terms of data transmission.

4.3 The abserver from Namibia noted fhat the ICCAT statistics reflect calches made by ﬂag' Naribia's praference
i5 that statistics should refiect jurisdiction instead of fag, but he can accept & double reporting, indicating flag and
jurisdiction.

3. National rules for the application of the TCCAT measures and the collection of catch data

5.1 The Delegates of Japan, the European Cominunity, the United States, Brazil, China, and Canada outlined the
principal measures described in their respective national reports.

5.2 The delegate of Japan reminded the delegatcs that Japan fas managed its fisheries by fishing year, which runs
from August to July, for the purposes of proper quota management, The Japanese delegate also explained thal Japan has
already conducted a vessel monitoring sysicm in accordance with the recommendation adopted at the 1997 meeting.

6. Corrent ICCAT Port Ingpection Scheme

6.1 The Chairman noted that the 1997 Compliance Committee adopted a revision of the porl inspection scheme
(attached as Annex 3-10 to the 1997 Comumission Proceedings). Since no chjections had been presented, it scemed that
the revised inspection schieme, was approved by all the Contracting Parties.

§.2 The Delegates of the United States and Canzda insisted on the imporiance of collaboration among Contracting

Parties to find eollective solutions and to improve the inspection schemes, It is up o the Parties to develop bilateral
arrangements relative to the exchange of inspectors.
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6.3 The Delegate of the European Commmunity noted that the Cominunity has accepted the new port inspection
scheme. He also noted that this new schieme is not yet formally incorporated in its internal rules. In effect, the Eurapean
Union is currently changing its general moniloring regime, When the reinforced scheme will be adopted by the Council
of Minislers of the EU, it will incorperate an ad hoe clanse to loclude specific procedures relevant ta the new ICCAT port
inspection scheme (uptably from the point of view of identification of the inspeclors and the transmission of mspcctmn
raports),

6.4 The Chairman :allecl the Contracting Pames attention to point 5 of the 1947 Recommendation on the new port
inspection scheme, whereby a Contracnng Party should inform ICCAT of the sanctions imposed on its vassels.

7, Review of the application and compliance of the ICCAT conservation and management meagures

7.1 The Chairman proposed that the Delepates present their general commenis before reviewing, in more detail, the
application and compliance of the current recommendations, species by species,

72 The Delegats of Canada referred to the opening remarks by the President of Galicia who had noted that non-
compliance with ICCAT recommendations by non-contracting parties is a serious problem, contributing 1o a decline in
the stocks and represcating unfair competition for those who do respect the recommendations, However, he stated than
non-compliance by some Contracting Parties is aiso a serious problem, and noted that it is difficult 1o expect non-
contracting parties to comply if members of ICCAT fail to set a good example. Canada has {aken strict measures to comply
with ifs obligations with regard to ICCAT, and he indicated that Canadian fishermen cannot accept that other Contracting
Parties are nol similarly complying with the recommendations. He expressed particular concern as regards binefin tuna
and swordfish, as it indicates in the SCRS Report that the recommendations, in lerms of the volume of catches and
minimum size, are not being adhered to, He indicated that Canada is very concerned about the applicatien of the
conservalion measures on bluefin tuna in the eastern Atlantic and in the Mediterranean, since it hus been demanstraled
that there is mixing with the western Atlantic stock. He observed that if ICCAT fails o take responsible action to rebuild
the blucfin stocks, then other organizatons, such as CITES, may intervene more directly in the management of this stock,
The Delegate of Canada also expressed concern about the level of the catches of bigeye and yellowfin, which arc sbove
astimates of maximum sustainable yield, and include large catches of small fish, The full text of the Canadr,an statement
on compliance is atlached as Appendix 2 to ANNEX D,

7.3 The Delegate of thr: Uniled States stated that he shared the concern expressed by Canada, indicating that he
believed the time has arrived 1o monitor very closely the application of the recommendations. He poinied out that he was
concerneg about compliance of the measures an bhuefin tuns in 1he east Allantic and Mediterrancan, From a gencral point
of view, he pointed oat Lhat the United States was prepared to explain some excesses in the quotas as well as the measures
taken in this regard and he was confident that other countries in the same case could offer (he same type of explanation,

7.4 The Delegate from the EC added to that expressed by other delcgations in that the Community censiders the
matter of monitoring te be fundamental, and that it has reinforced its mechanisms in this respect in recent years, The
Communily considers it essential thal the conservation measures be applied and accepted by all the parties, and that the
requirements for monitoring be reconciled with some socio-economic aspects,

7.5 The Delegale of Japan indicated his full agreement with the delegations of Canada and 1he United States, He
further added that the matler of .the relevance of the recommendations should be discussed. For example, if a
recommendation is not implemented by any Contracting Party for reasons of practicality, then we should consider whether
or nol it should be continued. The Delegate of fapan recalled, however, that Contracting Parties should explain the
impiementation of the FCCAT recommendations within the framework: of the Compliance Commitiee and, if these are
not implemented, the reasons for not doing so should be given.

7.6 The observer from Chinese Taipei spoke of the major measures imnplemented, which are described in the report
presented to the Commission. He pointed ouwt that Chinese Taipei is mlhng to apply all the recommendations adopted by
ICCAT,

7.7 Afler these statements, the Chairmau proposed a detailed review of compliance of the ICCAT recomumendations,
by groups of species, and in the following order: tropical tunas, swordfish, bluefin tuna, albacorc and bililishes.
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Tropical tunas

7.8 The Delegale of the EC stated that in his opinion and from a general standpotnt, the regulation on minfmum
size of bigeye tuna and yellowfin is not pertinent, singe it is isnpossible o apply. He pointed out the major reason is that
purse seing, like many other gears, is not very size selective. He recalled that the tropical tunas tend {o group by size,
independently of the species. Therefore, they form concentrations comprised of adult skipjack and juvenile higeye tuna
weighing less than 3.2 kg. Taking into account that skipjack fishing cannot be prohibited, he considered it canvenisnt 1o
study alternative measures. Thus, the issues of application of the measures and alternative measures should be discussed
together, He cited as an exampic the voluntary measure adopted by Community boat owners which prohibits purse seine
fishing under floating objccts in the Gulf of Guinea from November 1, 1998, to Januazy 31, 1999, He pointed out the
excellent results of this voluntary measure and siated that he hoped others would follow this example, with a view towards
increasing efficiency and climinating its discriminatory nature.

7.9 The Delegate of Canada noted that he wanted to discuss the matter of the excess catehes of swall fish, and that
the Contracting Parties involved should provide explanations in this regard, He regretted that SCRS size data on tropical
tuna catches are combined, and details by country are unavailable. Dr. Fowers, SCRS Chairman stated that while il was
possible to break these catches down, this had to be done very carefully since many substitutions are used in the estimates.
The SCRS Chairman pointed out that in effeet it was impessible to review compliance with the conservation measures
if the data arc not broken down by country and he recommended improving the presentation of such data. Dr, Miyake
canfirmed what D, Powers had said, as regards to the data substitutions and added that he feared a possible deterioration
in the scientific data if these data are used for monitoring purposes.

7.10 The Deiegate of Ghana speke on the closure of the Gulf of Guinea and the excess catchas of juvenile fish in
the tropical tuna fisheries, He had pointed out that the FADs (fish aggregating devices) created large concentrations of
juveniles, affect migration behavior and the formation of schools, which consequently affects their growth. He was pleasad
with the measure taken by the EC fleets, aspecially since these were voluntary and unilateral. However, he doubled the
validity of the models applied by the scientists singg they did not take discards into account. In addition, in his opinion,
the voluntary closure adopted by the Community fleets was insufficient. Its duration shonld be between one ia three years
in order to attain definitive, total abolition of FADs in the Atlartic, Besides, he pointed out {hal the fish landed should
first and foremest constilute a seurce of food for the coastal popuiations and the small markets should not be deprived of
the possibility of selling small fish. He concluded by asking the Ewropean Community that it maintain its proposals for
responsible fshing. The statement by Ghana on the moratorium in the Guif of Guines is attached as Appendix 3 te
ANNEX 9.

7.11 The Delegate of the EC said proof should be provided on the existence of discards not accounted Ior by the
SCRE. He recalled that the Community had urged the other Contracting Parties to join in the valuntary measurc adoptod
by the Community purse seiners, but he had not received any positive responses. He said that the hypothesis on the
influence of FADs on the growth of fish was not appropriate, since it was not supported by any SCRS document. The
Delegate of the EC further recalled that the percentage of juvenilas in the baithoat catehes was very high in the Gulf of
Guinea and the gear type makes litile difference when you are dealing with the protection of juveniles.

Swordfish

7.12 The Delegate of the EC indicated thal the guotas established in the north Atlantic had given way le excesses
by Spain and Portugal, These two Member States took appropriate measures when they learned of these excoss catches,
The Spanish Government has deducted from its 1998 guola the excess of 475,75 MT reported for 1997, This measure
resulted in an average catch limit of about 120 MT in August and September, as compared to the approximately 400 MT
laken from May to July. However, if these measures are insuificient, the Spanish Government will prohibit fishing before
the end of the year, Portugal, which has surpassed its quotit by 55.5 MT in1997, has reduced its quota by the same amount
in 1998, The Portugnese Government has also taken measures to halt fishing when the quota is reached,

7.13 The Delegate of Canada pointed ont that his country had astablished a 119 cm minimum size for swordfish with
no tolerance for small size fish (according ta the eption that ICCAT gives to the Contracting Partics to choose between
this regulation and another which establishes a minimum size of 125 cm with a 15% tolerance). He indicated that 1.7%
of the swardfish landings in Canada were below the 119 cm minimum size, Canada has taken measueres so that these
infractions are nol repeated in 1998, specifically, by monitoring the landings in real time and augmenting observer
coverage and enforcement. As an itlusiration of the rigor of these two measures, an example was cited of charges laid
apainst a fisherman in 1998 for landing a 117 cm swordfish, two centimeters below the minimum size.
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7.14 The Delegate of the United States noted that their regulation was similar to that imposed by Canada. There were
366 swordfish landed in 1997 below the 119 cm minimnm, or 0.6% of the landings. The Delegate of the United States
painted out that his country was applying measures to avoid these problems (monitering at sea, in port, observers). Hs also
indicated that the U.8, has proposcd area closurzs in areas where thore are large guantities of juveniles. Thc United Siaics
has also taken steps to prohibit the import of swordfish less than 119 cm in order to improve enforcement capabilities

7.15 The Delegate of Japan stated that in his country a five-year quota is being applied, from 1997 to 2001, with
706.23 MT, 687.5 MT and 668,75 MT for 1997, 1998 and 1999, respectively. The Japanese catch of swordfish in the 1997
fishing season (from August 1, 1997, to Tuly 31, 1998) is estimated at 983 MT, although this fignre is provisional. The
catch for calendar year 1997 hias been 1,437 MT. The excess of the quota in the 1967 fishing season will be deducied from
the quotas far the remaining years of the five-year period, The Delegate of Japan said that swordfish are taken as by-caich
in the bluefin and bigeye fisheries in the narth Atlantic, These increased cutches of swordfish in the Atlantic are mainly
due to the fact that in these last three years, the higeye fishing arcas for the Japanese longliners was close to the limit
between the north Atlantic and the south Aantic {5°N latitudc), cspecially 1o the north of this mit, The location of the
fishing grounds could change notably from year to year: & movement lowards the sonth of these areas of the fishing
grounds would lead to a significant decline in the catehes of swordfish in the north Atlantic.

7.16 The Delegate of Brazil recognized that swordfish caiches of his country in the south Atlantic in 1997 exceeded
the guota assigned to Brazil by 130% for that year. He pointed out that Brazil is a coastal State, which is devel oping its
tuna fishing with a view towards exploiting the resources of its Economic Zone. He regretted that this development is
taking place al a time that ICCAT adopted severe restrictive measures, The Delegates of Brazil and Urngeay preseated
a joint statement and unifed (o criticize the principle of the trade sanctions and poinied out the need to take more into
account the situntion of the coastal States and that of developing countries when drafting the TCCAT recommendations.
The Delegate of Brazil indicated that these elements expiained the objection presented by his country ta the 1997
Recommendation (Annex 5-8 of (he Commission’s 1997 Bienaial Report). He also cansidered that the allocation af
swordfish quotas in the south Atlantic was not equitable, since it is established exclusively on a historical basa and does
not take into account the status of the coastal States. He said he would propese the establishment of a working group to
review the key jssues on the caich quota distribution and nature of the sanctions. The jeint statement presented by Brazil
and Uruguay in retation to the ICCAT Recommendation on Compliance in the South Atlantic Swordfish Fishery is
atlached as Appendix 4 to ANNEX 9. '

7.17 The Delegate of South Africa recalled that his conntry had presented an objection to the 1997 Campliance
recomumendation on south Atlantic swordfish (Annex 5-8 to the 1997 Commission Report), He furiber noted that South
Africa had maintnined reduced commercial fishing activity for years, and that after the demoocratization of the country
in 1994, it adopted a law to reform the fishing sector. He indicated that in chiecting, Sonth Africa did not intend to go
against the ICCAT conscrvation measures. He believed that equitable measures could be more efficient than punitive
sanctions. He reaffirmed Seuth Africa’s commitment in favor of good management of the resources, but stated that the
current allocation of swordfish catch in the south Atlantic was considered to be incquitable.

7.18 The Delegate of Japan expressed satisfaction for the reaffirmation made by Brazil and Scuth Africa as regards
their commitment for pood management of the stocks. However, he did not share the opinion that trade sanctions would
be discriminatory. He considered that in similar rules shonld prevail in the south as thosc in effect in the north Alantic,
and that the naturc of the sanclions could not be based on the type of trade carried out by a given country. As regards the
issue of allocation, he considered that it was a matter not only for Panc! 4 but for the Commission as a whole.

7.12 In respense to a point made by Brazil, the Delegate of Canada considered that it would be discriminatory il
teade sanctions were applicd to some countries and nat to others. He noted that Canada, like many developing countries,
exported virtually ali of its catch {matnly to the USA) and was prepared to accept trade sanctions if warranted by non-
compliance with ICCAT restrictions. '

7.20 The Delegate of the EC explained his agreement with his colicagne from Japan as regards the fact that the same
measures which assure compliance with the management recommendations should prevail in the south Atlantic and in
the North Atlantic, Besides, it did not seem jostified to him from the point of view of International Law to distinguish
belween the status of a coastal State or a fishing State in the allecation of the resources. Finally, he expressed that the trade
sanctions constitute a last resorl, not automatic, and consistent with GATT. He pointed out that the EC has adopled an
action plan with respect to swordfish, since the EC exported swordfish, '

721 The Delegate of Canada, in observing that the United States, Canada, '_Spa.in, Japan and Chinese Taipel had
transmitted size data on their swordfish catches, repretted that other Contracting Farties had not provided such
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infarmation. He requested explanations reparding the excessive number af Spanish catches below regulatary size. The
Delegate of the EC indicated that an increase in recruitment conld explain these catches of immaturs fish. He also
indicated that the regulation concerning minimum size was sirictly monitored, and sanctions were impassd if necessary.
He recalled the recent adopticn by the Council of Ministers of the European Union of = package of measurcs on the
monitaring of fisheries, aimed st contributing ta an boprovement in the monitoring of swordfish and other specics undct
ICCAT mandate, specifically the prior authorization to fish, that all catches be accompanied by the neeessary to indicate
the origin of all the catches and satellite monitoring, The Delepate of Canada ¢xpressed Lhat it was better (o consider
measures aimed at decreasing fishing mortality on juveniles (closed arcas, scasons, and others),

7.22 With respect to Portugal having cxceeded ifs 1997 swordfish quota in the South Atlantic, the Delegate of the
EC indicated thial it is a very complex matter. The curzent recommendation docs not assign a quota to Porfugal, Itisnoted,
therefore, that the penalties for exceeding the quota should.not be applied io South Adantic sworddish for 1997,

7.23 In concluding, the Chairman indicated that the Cﬁmmirlcc had tztkcn due notc of Brazii's intention 10 propose
the establishment of 2 working group whose mandate it would be to review the criteria on allocatior and the pature of the
sanctions. :

Bivefin tuna

7.24 The Uniled Stales noted that the 1997 Compliance Recommendation requires each party to expluin any excess
of the catches of undersized fish above the minimum telerance level pnd describe measures taken to address the problem.
The Delegate of ths United States explained a 1.2% overage above the 8% tolerance of undersized fish by the reereational
fishery. Measures were taken wherchy the corresponding amount {13 MT) was deducted from the 31998 small fish quota,
Besides, a pilot program is on going to tag fish caught by the recreational fishery. In tofal, 1331 MT of bluefin tuna were
landed, swhich is below the quata of 1340 MT. .

.7.25 The Delegate of Canada reiterated his concerns on the management of bluctin tuna in the easi Aflantic and the
Mediterranean, particularly his concern vis 4 vis the exceeding of the quotas in this area, as well as the excessive catches
of under-sized fish, He was particularly interested in hearing the explanations provided by the Contracting Parties
concerned. He pointed out that thase countries that had Dvcr-ﬁshcd their quotas are required to deduct these excess
amounts from their next season’s catch level.

7.26 The Delegate of the EC expressed concern that if we penalize those who report their small fish catch, il may
discourage honest reporting in the futuwre, He also peinted out the entry into force of a package of monitoring measures:
fishing licenses, loghooks, monitoring at sea, on-land and aerial inspections. However, he recognized the continuing
problem of the excessive calches of under-sized fish. With the objective to limit such catches, the new system forcsees.
controls at all levels, from catches to sales, The measures foreseen are as follows: First, at present, fshing is prohibited
for bluefin tuna weighing less than 1.8 kg, with na tolerance, The European Community proposes ihat this limit be
established at 3.2 kp. Second, the Community foresees a limit of the number of its vessels, which will be carricd out by
the obligatory prescriaiion of ap individual anthorization tofish bluefin luna, by all the Member Stales of the Community.
Thirdly, the monitoring of the origin of the fish after landing will be put into effect whercby fish have 1¢ be accompanied
by a sales slip. As a result, the catch process will be closely followed and will improve the entire monitoring process. He
also noted the enscmble of measures inroduced in the Community’s new monitoring regime, specifically a continucus
localization of Community vessels by satellite, fishing logbooks, prior avthorization to (rensship in Community waters,
as well as a reinforcement of controls of the landings, sales and transport. The EC proposal on the 3.2 kg size limif with
zero tolerance was supported by the Delegates of Croatia and Turkey.

7.27 The Delegate of Morocco pointed ont a decres Himits catches of small-sized fish, inaccordance with the JCCAT
measurss. He indicated that in spite of the halt in granting fishing licenses, Morocco is cxperiencing problems in limiting
its catches, dug to the artisanal nature of the fisheries and the dispersion of the landing points, Morccco has implemented
a framework and development plan for the artisanal fishery and an information campaign directed at the participants in
these fisheries, simed an seeking their cooperation, The Delegate of Morocco emphasized the efforis made mn the area of
research.

7.2% ‘I'he observer from Chincgc Taipet informed the Commiitee of the implementation of various measures aimed
at application of the recommendations, for example, the strict monitoring of the vessels, He indicated that Chinese Taipei
was doing everything possible aimad at the achieving the conservation abjectives and had implemented severe measurcs
to gomply with the 25% reduction in catches for 1998, The statement by the Observer from Chinese Taipei to the on the
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application and compliance of the ICCAT conservation and management measures is attached as Appendix 3 to ANNEX
0. '

7.29 The Delepate of Japan recognized that his country has exceeded the blucfin tuna catch lmit in the castern
Atlantic and Mediterranean by 7 MT in the 1996 fishing season.

7.30 Discussion ensued on problems concerning the interpretation of varions recommendations on the conservation
of castern Atlantic and Mediterranean bluefin tuna, and some questions with respect (o the consequences of the revision
of the data in terms of reference figures. The Chairman put forth the following three questions:

{1} Starting In which year should sanctions ba imposed for having exceeded the caich limit or the guota? Ta this
respect, the Chairman noted that, by the end of 1998, the Contracting Parties are obliged not only to reduce their catches
by 25% from the 1993 or 1994 level (whichever is higher), but also that this was also thc catch limil far each of the years
(1993, 1996 and 1997). He alse recalled that in addition to this provision of a general pature, there was also a spegific
provision for one Contracting Party.

(2) Should the revision in catches carried out in 1998 be taken into account in the evaiation of possible quola
axcosses?

(3) Howwill the new figures affect the future management of bluefin tuna? However, he recognized that this matter
is more directly related 1o the mandate of Panel 2.

7.31 As regards the first point, the Delegales of the United States, Canada, the EC and Croada indicated that their
interpretation was that the penalties showld be applied to those who surpass the quotz and catch limits, from 1997 anwards,
As there were no other points of view, the Pancl agreed (o accept this interpretation,

7.32 On the second point, the Delegales of EC, Croatia, Turkey and Morocco recalled that ihe process of east
Atlantic and Mediterranean bluefin tuna data revision of certain Conivacting Parties had been subject to close examination
by the Joint GFCM/ICCAT Working Group which mel in September 1998 in Genoa. He considered that the revisions
accepted by thie Working Group and validated by the SCRS meant that 1he figures now available were close to reality as
regards catches, which in their eyes was considerable progress, H could, therefore, be logically deduced that the application
of ICCAT Recommendations should be examined in the light of this revised data, For his part, the Delegale of Japan
considered that there were seme risks involved in the revision process, and that the peacedire of nsing the revised data
to examine the application of conservation measures could be unfair fo those Contracting Parties which had not revised
their data and had respected the measures. The Delepate of Croatia drew the attention of the Panel to the faci that Croatia
had been in a state of war until recently. The Panel concluded by deciding that revised data should serve as a base to
estimate the possible excesses of quotas noted in 1997: for each Contracting Parly,. the catch ceiling for 1997 is defined
as that which does not exceed the catches taken in 1993 or 1994, whichever is higher (revised figures). In the case of the
Eurcpean Community, this rule would apply to each of its Merober States. The excess catches thus reported for 1997 are
4,029 MT for the EC and 791 MT far Morocce. After lengthy discussion, the Conunities agreed that the excessive catch
aver the quota for 1997 be based on the sum of the overages of the EC Member States, according to the revised daia (as
the EC became a member of ICCAT) and that the special quota established for France would not be taken into account
in 1his calonlatian.

Albocore, billfish

7.33 No Contracting Party wished io comment on these species.

§. Review of the application and compliance of the ICCAT conservation and maragement measures

8.1 The Delepate of the EC informed the Committes that the Enropean Comimunity had recently adopted a regulation
prohibiting the fishing of funas with drift nets, fram 2002 pnward,

9. Other matters

9.1 The Delegate of the Tnited States proposed two drafi recommendations aimed at facilitating the work of the
Compliance Commitiee. The Delegale of Canada sirongly supportad these proposals, as they would be of considerable
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assistance to the work af the Compliance Committee. The Delegate of EC also considered that these prapasa'ls would
facilitate the work of the Commitiee.

9.2 Several technical difficulties were raised in‘relation to the frst proposal. The Delegate of the EC cbserved thal
the Community regulation foresaw that the penalties should be applied to the quota of the year following that in which
the quota was exceerded. Questions were alsno raised as 1o the naiure of the data to that shonld be included in the proposed
tables, as a distinction could be made between the official Task I data ard the SCRS data. The Delegate of Japan noted
that difficulties could arise in the cases where the management period was longer than a year; for example, in the case
of south Atlantic swordfish, the quotas had been allocated for a manapement period af three years. The Delegate of the
EC confirmed that it seemed to him that the proposal could not be applied 10 the south Atlanlic, Forthermore, the
Delegates of the EC and Japan, without wishing to return to the subject of tho right to cbject, that the lact thal certain
Contracting Pariies have prescoted an abjection {o the Recommendation on consecutive penaitics applied to quota
overages in the south Atlantic swordfish fishery was, by its nature, 2 way of introducing imbalance, The Chairman noted
that the ICCAT Convention foresees the co-existence of differeat legal regimes for the various Contracting Parties.

9.3 On the second propasal, Dr. Miyake indicated that it would be necessary to work on the content of the proposed
tables, including discrepancies which may be intreduced between this table and scientific data. The Delegate of the EC
expressed his concern over the eventual penalization of Contracting Partics that make an efford fo transmmit details of the
sizes of fish in their catchag, these data generally being ihe result of varions conversions and raising, Dr. Miyake shared
{he concerns expressed. The Delegate of the United States pointed out thit the zim of the proposal was not to point a finger
at any particular Coniracting Party, but ta clarify the conditions of data {ransmission, that apply to all Contracting Parties,
without distinction,

9.4 The Committee reviewed the revised drafis of the twa U.S. proposals relative 1o compliance, The Delegate of
the BC reiterated his earlier concern that the scientists might have to work under the pressuse, if their scientific data have
to be used for the compliance, and no conntry should be penalized by sanction for doing more scientific research. He also
suggcsted that the Commission inquire nbuul the SCRS’ opinion on these reporting forms, befora the Commission adopts
them.

9.3 The U.8. Delegate cormented that the forms are to provide » mechanism in future reporting. The Delegate of
Canada considered that these resolutions can be adopted and that the SCES be asked to be responsible for providing good
statistics to the Comuission, The EC Delegats, agreeing on the adoption, pointed ouf that the nature of the data which
would be reported by such formais might differ from couniry to country, due to the methodology used and this should be
kept in mind in considering the sanctions, The U.S. proposals for a “Supplemental Recommendation Regardiing
Compliance in the BEhvefin Tuna and Atlantic Swordfish Fisheries” and the “Recemmendation on dpplication of Three
Compliance Recommendations " were adopted (attached as Annex 5-13 and Annex 5-14, respectively), Wlth the condition
that the tables can be subject to some minor cditorial and practical changes.

0.6 The Delegate of Japan noted that the Commiftze has to reach some decision on the draft letier 10 cerlain
Coniracting Parties relative to compliance, which were submitted at an carlier session. The draft was reviewed and the
Committee agreed (o send letters to Equatorial Guinea and Guinea (Conakry} on compliance. The letier is atltached as
Appendix 6 to ANNEX 9.

10. Date and place of the next mecting of the Compliance Committee

10.1 It was agreed 1hat the next meeting of the Corapliancc Commitiee should be held at the same time aad venue

as the next Commission meeting,

11. Adoption of report

11,1 The %epurt was adopted.

12. Adjournment

12.1 The meeting of the Compliance Committee was adjourned.
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AGENDA OF TEE COMPLIANCE COMMITTEE

Opening of the meeting

Adoption of the Apenda

Nomination of Rapporteur

Status of the compliance of the Contracting Partles as cancerns siatigtics

Natonal rules for the application of the ICCAT measures and the collection of calch data

Current ICCAT Port Inspection Scheme:

~« Status of acceptance of the Scheme by the Contracting Partics

-~ Progress attained in the inspections carried out wnder this Scheme

Review of the application and cempliance of the ICCAT conservadon and management smeasures
8. Review of the compliance of the United Nations Resolutions on large-scale pelagic driftnets within the ICCAT

Conventon area

9. Date and place of the next Compliance Committec meeting

10. Other matters -

11, Adoption of the Report

12, Adjournment

I

~

Appendix 2 to ANNEX 9

STATEMENT BY CANADA QN COMPLIANCE
Mr. Chairman,

I would like to reinforce the high priority Canada attaches to the work of this comruiftee, as compliancs is a
prerequisiie for effective conservation,

Conservation depends on the compliance of both Contracting and non-Contracting Parties with the various
repulatary measures of the Commission. As the President of the Government of Galicia stated yesterday, non-Contracling
Partics who do rot abide by conservalion measures of ICCAT contribute to the dectine in stocks and represent unfair
competition, Canada snpporls his observations for the need of non-Contracting Parties 1o comply but haw can we expect
others to comply when we, the Contracling Parties, do not set the exampie. The regulatory measures recommended by the
Commission are binding on its Contracting Parties. Membership in ICCAT shoald not be seen as an opportunity to e free
1¢ ignore these measures,

Each member must honor its commitments, This may be difficult, but everyone must be prepared to malce sacrifices
U we are to have sustainable Asheries.

During the past few years, Canada has repeatedly expressed concern abomt the lack of compliance by members aof
the Comunisgien to some of the measures sdopted over the years, In parlicular, Canada has made stropg statements o (he
Compiiance Commities during the past two years, emphasizing the high depros of non-compliance by many Contracting
Parties and the adverse cffect this lack of performance has on the credibility of the Commission.

Once apain this year, the SCRS report provides us with ¢xamples where some members continue to undermine the
effectiveness of the Commission=s conservation efforts by not complying with its management measures, These failures
1o comply with ICCAT restrictions have jecpardized our conservation efforts and called into question the effectiveness
of the Commission as a whole. In Canada, we have accepled our responsibilities. We have restricled the number of
participants in our fishery. All fish harvested are monitored at dockside by independent observers. Each individual bluefin
fina is tagged, We enforce strict adherence to quotas and size limits, Penalties for violation of our fishing regulations are
severa and may inchide lass of fishing privilege,

In the shart term there has dovbtless been some economic ioss, but adherence 1o such management measures will,
in the long term, provide for a2 mare sustainabie and healthy resource. What is unaceeptable to Canadian fishermen,
however, is that not all Conlracting Parties accept the same level of responsibility, Such non-compliance can have a direct
negative effect on Canadian fishermen and the sustainability of their fisheries.
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While we are concerned about the well being of all species managed by ICCAT, there are two species that Canada
is especially concerned with bivefin tuna and swordfish

Farbluefin tuna, ICCAT adapted a minimuni size of 6.4 kg with a 15% iolerance in 1974. In the cast Atlantic and
Mediterrancan many members have consistently ignored this size limit, in the last decade the small fish percentages have
averaged 44% in the east Atlantic and 30% in the Mediterrancan. 1 am, however, pleascd (o obscrve that ihere appears
ta be a positive effect of recent area closures in the Mediterranean, as evidenced by the 1996 and 1997 small fish
percentages being within the 15% tolerance.

In 1394 the Comruission adoptcd a recommendation that countries fishing in these same areas reduce their calches
by 23% from the 1993 or 1994 levels (whichever is higher) starting in 1996 and to be completed by the end of 1998, While
this measure cannot be fuily evaluated until next year, there is no indicaton at this time lo indicate that there has been
any effort to achieve a gradual reduction in catches, [n fact, (he reverse is true, Oversll, the 1996 and 1957 catches are
8.4% and 2.9% higher than 1993 lavels, Further, taking into account the excepional catches taken by French {ishermen
in 1994, supplemental guotas werg apphied to France for 1996-1998. Unfortunately, French eatchesin 1996 and 1997 have
been about 30% higher than these quolas,

I want to emphasize that Canada's interest in what is dooe in the eastern Adantic and Mediterrancan fisheries is
very direct. Recent evidence from biuefin tuna tagging studies indicate that the location of the boundary between east and
west stocks is uncertain. Stock mixing occurs. The SCRS tells us that “the condition of the east Atlantic stock and fishing
could adversely affect recovery in the west Atlantic because of mixing between twe stocks™, 1t is very linporiant to have
adequate managemcnt controls both in the stocks we fish, and adjacent stocks, We have a direct economic stake in the
effectiveness of application of conservation measures in the east Atlantic. We are concerned and frustrated by the fuilure
to comply in that arca.

For swordfish, in the north Atlantic ICCAT adopted a three-year decreasing TAC and quota sharcs at the 1996
meeting. Although catches have been reduced, they are siill 11% higher than the TAC. Some members are still catching
more than their quota. Further, in the south Atlantic, several counlries have also exceeded catch limiis agreed to in 1984,
At the 1990 meeting, ICCAT adopted an Atlantic-wide minimum size for swardfsh of 125 cm, with a 15% tolerance
allowed on the number of fish per beat per irip. There are still some members with excessive catches of undersized
swardfish, and some members who provide np size data to evaluate compliance to minimum size rogulations.,

We are also concerned abont the high by-catches ol bigeye and yellowfin and note that they too are being fished at
or beyond MSY, Further, the catches of small fish --70% for blgeyc and 60% for yellowfin— are unacccp!ab]e .and
reinforce the perception that ICCAT rules can be ignored with impunity.

Canada wonld like to remind members of a mumber of specific recommendadons adopted in recent years 10 assisl
us in rectifying such instances of non-compliance.

In 1996 we adopted a requirement that any country exceeding its catch limit for 4 particular species must explain
ta the Compliance Commitiee how the over-harvest occurred and the remedial actions taken, or to be taken to prev::nl
further over-harvest, Last year, we adopted a similar recommendation in regards to over-harvest of the specified mininmm
size tolerances.

Mr. Chairman, Canada expects those members that have not been complying with either catch limits ar minimurs
size limits will fulfill their obligations to report to this Commities on why they arc not complying and what domestic
measures they have 1aken, or plan ta take, to cnsure that such transgressions do not re-ocour.

1t i not acceptable that fishermen from soine Pasties be expected to adhere to restrictive management mezsures when
fishermen from other Contracting Parties are not sirnilarly sebject to those measuzes that are applicable to them, Many
of the stocks managed by ICCAT are in various levels of distress. While I can appreciate thai some members may nof want
1o impose restrictions on their fishermen, because of socio-economic reasons, nevertheless the sustainability of these stocks
must take precedence and al! members of this Comumission must have the will, and the capacity to meet existing
obligations. :

T would conclude by noting that the actions taken by ICCAT arc very much under scrutiny. A tecent press release
from the World Wildlife Fund has cited the poor record of compliance by ITCCAT members, and called for an cffective
plan to rebuild bluefin tana, This group has observed that ifICCAT fails to act, other international bodies, such us the
Cenvention on Trade in Endangered Spacles may have to step in to save these fIsheries. 1 do nol support such & measura,
but we must be mindful of the need to improve our collective performance,

Thank yon.
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Appendix 3 to ANNEX D

STATEMENT BY GHANA
ON THE “MORATORIUM" IN THE GULF OF GU[NEA

Mr. Chairman,

I thank you for the opportunity to express (Ghana's views as far as the area closure or voluntary motratorium is
concerned.

Fourteen years ago, there was a lively discussion and argumenits in this forum on the topic of the admixture of the
juveniles namely, skipjack, bigeye and yellowfin in the fishing prounds, There was also the argrment that since the purse
seiners and the haitboats fish in the same grounds, and the same species, there is the greater likelibood of the purse seines
scooping up more of the juvenile fish than the baitboats that pick their fish one after another with their haoks.

Mr. Chairman, in 1he year 1992, the Fish Apgyepating Devices - FADSs or PA¥OLS were introduced inte the fishery
by the industrial purse seine vesscls Df the North, In 1995 the Ghana delegation called the attention of the Conmission
to the already devaslatmg effects the FADs had begun to bave on the stocks,

The effects of the FADS are fourfold:

FADS aggregate more juvenile tuna, a fact that has been established thromgh scieatific investigation,
FADS disrupt the migratory pattern of the juvenile tunas, in fact, they attract and retain them.
FADS distort the nstural schooling of the juvenile tung, and this cannot be disputed.
. BADS affect the normal growth pattern of the juvenile fish; for the juvenile tuna under natural conditions feed
as they move along, and this has been preveated, as the FADS attract and keep the fish in one place.

w0 b —

Mr, Chainnan,.we of the Ghana delepation admira the BEuropean Union for being the first to intraduce FADS into

the fishery of the Atlantic, and presently possessing between 40 to 30 purse seiners, as against five small opertive vessels
by Ghana.

Assming that each purse seine vessel carties between 10 to 15 FADS, your arithmetic caleulation ol the number
of FADS in the Atlantic will be as gaod as mine. Therefore if afier a serous soul searching the European vessel Owners,
in November, 1997, have decided to bring a practical measure to reduce the capm.re of the juvenile tuaa, their efforl shoald
be applauded. We congratulate them for the bold step!

We of the Ghana delegation lack upon the agreement that sets up this step s in the spirit of the recomaendation
on conservation adapted by ICCAT. However, my delegation views with tremendous misgiving the lack of conseltation
between the promoters of this idea with the Government and the fleer of the coastal states of whaose coasts the delimitation
of the "BOX™ was created; and to the present movement the absence of a formal contact,

Informabion has been given in this fornm, however preliminary, suggesting that results show a reduction of the catch
of jnverile tuna, This wonld naturally be expected when the pressure on the catch of the juvenile tuna hagheen temporarily
removed, by the temporary removal of the FADS, [t has been variously observed that tremendous quantities of small tunay
are dumped back into the sea when canght by the purse seiners fishing with the aid of FADS,

It must be siated here {hat in view of the inabilify of the juvenils fish to execute their full migratory patiern, and
therefore unable to returm to the fishery as fully “recruited™, thefr inability to form normal schools making searching time
for the fish a thing of the past; discard of a dispropertionate quantities of the caich, the basis for the use of mathematical
maodels which our scientists have painstakingly developed as tools for the assessment of the population, have now been
ieft in our hands as toys.

Mr, Chairman, we fully support the practical step that is being sugmested to attack the problem. We believe that three
(3) months is too short a time to expect any meaningful and lasting impact on the shattered tuna stock. Tn pledging our
full cooperatian for the programne, we would hnmbly propose that the money that would be spent to keep “observers”
aboard the vessels during the threc month maratorium be used as a partial contribution to the cost of a full scientific
campaign during the next few years,
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Ghana would work, through its Fisheries Research Unit, with othiers to study and decument the fishery with a goal
to arrest its decline, but it will not do it in a piecz-meal fashion. It will only do it as part of & icam of countries which are
Contracting Partics of ICCAT over a meaningful period of three ¢3) years, not three months,

Ghana proposes that during these thirty-six (36) months of fitlly funded study, which wauld siadl on January 15t 199%
50 as 1o give time for staffing and funding to be fully in place that:

1 Vessels will continue only to make sets on free-swimming schools of fish and catcl and Jand all of the fish caught.
No fish aggregation devices will be utilized in the proscribed “BOX" or elsewhere in the Atlantic. Only in this
way are Technicians going to be able to see and tabulate the improvemest in calches and sizes of each species
caught,

2 Ifthe Jocal canneries don‘t want to buy small fish because of the economics of processing und canning it, et them
say so, Nobedy needs force them to buy smull Gsh. Is this ot hetter (haa asking them to make underialangs
whereby they forbid themselves from buying tkie fish? L ihey do buy it, they will not be branded as “critninals”.
The choice seems clear to us: if the canneries don’t buy it then it wilt be discarded at sea, as by-calch, not
measured or quantified, By being dumped at seas, no one sees it; and no statistical catch data is established for
ICCAT sc1enuﬁc use. Which is most nseful?

3 The local African fish markets which have always depended on this fish for feeding the local population will buy
the fish, Why not, it is their entitlenient!

4 However, the fishing boat crews should net be paid any salary or bonus on catching the smafl fish, 5o as it does
not become a target caich if there is the choice of larper fish availabie with a little extra effort.

Ghana therefore asks all members of the Commission and particularly the members for the Enropean Community
representing the Spanish and Freach seiners in the fishery, ta support this move towards real responsible fishing,

[n conclugion, it must be stated that our interest goes beyond just caching the fish. We have a morai obligation 10
protect and advance the health of the stocks. Th.is later obligation shouid bind D5 together not divide us,

_ Annex 4 to ANNEX 9

JOINT STATEMENT BY BRAZIT. AND URUGUAY
IN RELATION TO THE RECOMMENDATION BY ICCAT REGARDING
COMPLIANCE IN THE SOUTH ATLANTIC SWORDFISH FISHERY

We would like to takc this opportunity to reiterate our commitment regarding compliance with ICCAT
recommendations, as the effectiveness of any conservation aixl management measure depends on compliance. In this way,
we have considered and introduced in owr domestic fishery Iepisiation all the recommendations adoptecl by the
Commission, in order to fulfill our obligations as member countries of ICCAT.

However, in relation to the 1997 "Recommendatian by fCCAT Concerning Compliance In the South Atlantic
Fishery", which includes a pravision on the application of trade sanclions to coumiries not complying with the
conservation measures approved by ICCAT, we would like to stress the main reasons why the Governments of Brazil and
Uruguay, in accordance with the provisions of Article VIII, paragraph 3(c), of the Convention, presented a formal
objection to (his recommendation,

First of all, we would like to reaffirm our disagreement with the use of trade sanctions as @ means of encouraging
countries fo comply with their obligations under ICCAT. Although recognizing thai imlernational conservation and
management organizagons like ICCAT lack enforcement mechanisms for ensuring compliance with its approved
recommengdations (thus relying on each country’s ¢fforts), it is doubtful if the recourse to trade sanctions is 1he best
approach to provide ineentive for full compliance.

We question this for the very sensitive nature of trade restriclive measures which, in some cases, have not proven
fo b effective and could aven he used for protecting markels, thus creating non-tariff barriers which vinlale mles of
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internationat trade. It is for this reason that the use of trade measures to achieve resource conservation objegtives has been
the subject of serious debate within the international community,

In the case of the above-mentioned recommendation adopted by ICCAT, the process under which it wag approved
is questionable, becanse the proposal for this recommendation was not presented in a clear way and was not cxtensively
discussed, If this had been done, it is quile certain that it would not have been approved because of its discriminatory
nanire.

One special characteristic of the south Atlantic swordfish fishery is the fact that there are both developed and
developing countries exploiting the fishery. While the former couniries utilize all of their catches to supply their domestic
markel, the latter export almost all of their catehes lo developed countries, which are the main consumbers of swordfish
products, As a resudt, only coastal developing countries will be affected by trade sanctions, as they are the only countries
exporting swordfish catches. For this reason, we can not accept to be bound by this recotnntendation,

It is our firm belief that the most effective means ta achieve compliance with any conservation and management
measures is to have such measures recagnized as fair and eqmtable before their implemeniation,

Fma]l_v, we wotld like to call attention, as it is related to the credibility of ICCAT as the iiternational orpanization
responsible for the conservation and management of Atlantic tunas, to the need for adhercace 1o the provisions Jaid down
in Article 64 of the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea, which are cssontial for the achievement of
conservation and optimuri otilization of Atlaniic tuna resources. Tn this regard, a balance needs to be met betweea the
two basic principles contained in this Article: international cooperation and the sovereign riphts of coastal states over the
fishing resources in their Exclusive Econortic Zones, It will only be through the harmonization of thess basic elements
that a system which encourapes cooperation between states for effective implementution of conservation and management
measures could be set up. In this regard, we urge ICCAT to work towards adherence to these principles as well as to ather
relevant provisions of TNCLOS,

Appendix 5 to ANNEX 9

STATEMENT BY THE OBSERVER FROM CHINESE TAIPE]
ON TEE APPLICATION AND COMFLIANCE
OF THE ICCAT CONSERVATION AND MANAGEMENT MEASURES

As a non-contracting party, we have the highesi sincerity to respect and observe the conservation and management
measures adopted by ICCAT te the fullest exient so (o ensure sustainable utilization of the funa resources in this region.

To comply with the recommendations and resolutions of ICCAT and to have them implemented effectively
domestically, my Government bas isswed from time t0 time executive orders and regulations. These orders and regulations
inglude, to name a few, a ban on bluefin tuna fishing in the Mediterrancan Sea from June 1 io July 31, and regulations
concerning catch and size limits according to ICCAT recommendations.

Other than these executive orders and regulations, a project for the development of a vessel monitoring system,
incorporating functions of vessel position moniloring as well as cafch and fishing effort reporting, through a user-friendly
and real-ime transmission computer hardware and software was embarked in 1994 by the Lsheries audhority. The
develepment of this system had completed its experimental phase and more than 60 vesscls operating on the high seas
already installed this system by now. Last year, my Government began to encowrage and subsidize the owners of all
ocean—poing fishing vessels 1o install this vessel monitoring systemn {VMS),
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Appendix 6 to ANNEX Y

LETTER TO EQUATORIAL GUINEA AND GUINEA (CONAKRY)
GN COMPLIANCE

Dear:

At its 1998 annual meeting, the International Commission for the Conservation of Atdantic Tungs reviewed trade
information available ont Atlantic bluefin tuna and other tuna and tuna-like species, This review indicated imports of
Atlantic bluefin and other tunas from Equatorial Guinea/Guinea, Tt as also indicated that & number of large-scale lmgline
vessels are fishing for tunas in the Atlanlic under a Hag of your country but not reporting caiches nor respecting ICCAT
conservation measures. In light of the status of the stacks and the ICCAT recommendations containing catch limits for
north Atlantic bluefin tuna and other tunas, in particular the fact that [Equatorial Guinea/Guinca] does not have an ICCAT
catch quata for Atlantic blucfin funa, the Comunission requaesis that you take the necessary action 1o ensure that your flag
vessels do not fish for Atlantic bluefin tuna. It is also requested that you investigate your vessel registry and fishing
licenses for the longline vessels to rectily the situation. Trade statistics available from Blucfin Statistical Documents show
exports in 1997 of 746 metric tons [Equatorial Guinea] 275 melric fons [Guinea] and for January through June, 1998, 88
MT/101 MT. Most of the exports occurred in the second half of the year in 1957, Enclosed for your information are
relevant recommendations on Aflantic bluefin tuna conservation measures and the Recanunendation Regarding
Complianee in the Bluefin Tuna and North Atlantic Swordfisk Fisheries, adapted in 1996, This recommendation provides,
as a last resort, for frade restrichive measures, Any trade measures would be import restrictions on Atlantic bluefin funa
and would be consistent with each Party’s international obligations,
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ANNEX 10

REPORTS OF THE MEETINGS OF PANELS 1 TO 4

REPORT OF THE MEETING OF PANEL 1

L, Opening of the meeting

1.1 The mecting of Panel 1 was cpened hy the Panel Chairman, Dr. H. da Silva (EC-Portogal).

2, Adoption of the Agenda

2.1 The Apgenda was adopted withont change and is attached as Appendix 10 ANNEX 14,

3. Appointment of Rapporteur

3.1 M. Carmen Paz Marti (EC-Spain) was nominated ta serve as Rapporteur for Panel 1.

4, Review of Panel membership

4.1 Panel 1 currently comprises 18 members; Angola, Brazil, Canada, Cape Verde, China, Cte d'Ivpire, European
Community, Gabon, Ghana, Japan, Korea, Libya, Morocea, Russia, Sao Tome & Principe, United Kingdom (Qrverseas
Territories), United States, and Venezueia. Al the Panel members were present except Gabon,

4,2 The Delegate of the People's Republic of China applied to hecome o member of this Panel,

4.3 Observers from Croatia, Jceland, Namibia, Panama, Urnguay, Chinese Taipei and CARICOM were admitted.

5. Report of the Standing Cominitiee gn Research and Statistics (SCRS)
3.m Yelowfin

3.a.1 Dr. J. Powers (USA), Chairman of the SCRS, informed the Panel that a complele stock assessment had been
carried out on yellowfin this year, in which both production and analytic models had been used, In 1997, ihe catch by all
fieets comhined was around 130,000 MT, while the catches of the early 1990s had been abave 150,000 MT. He pointed
out that catches were concentrated in two areas: in the east, the Gulf of Guinea was the most important area, and in the
wist, the Caribbean Sea was the most important area. The results of both VPA analyses and preduction models showed
the samie frend. The VPA analyses showed that recruilment had fuctuated without trend, while the spawning stock
biomass fluctwated according to the fishing mortality rate. It declined in the early and mid-1980s, and recoverad in 1980,
coinciding with an improvement in recruitment, tater declining again 1o levels similar (o those of the carly 1980s. The
preduction models show the catches are somewhat below MSY levels. However, it is difficult to quantify CPUE in the Gulf
of Guinca duc lo the practice of fishing with FADs. The SCRS recomumended the adoption of immediate measures to
reduce total efort, or al least freeze cffort at current levels, The estimate of sustainable catch for next vear is between
135,000 MT and 156,000 MT. It was the opinion of the SCRS that the best option would be 135,000 MT. As regards the

_regulation on minimum size of 3.2 kg., Dr, Powers indicated that caiches were over the tolerance limil. Small yellow{in
associate with skipjack, and therefore the fishing of skipjacik inevitably led 1o catches of juvenile yellowfin, He congluded
by raferring to the voluntary moratorium on fishing on floating objzets, confirming that this measure was independent
of the minimum size regulation, and indicating that the SCRS had recommended that the advaniages and disadvantages
of the minimum size regulation be analyzed.
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3.b) Skipfack

5.b.1 Dr. Powers informed the Pancl that the distribution of this species indicated that it require two separate
management tegimes, nne for the east and one for the west, and that there could be other smallar populrtions which wers
not yet defined, He reminded delegates that the most important ishing grounds were found in the Gulf of Guinea. In the
east Atlantic, caiches are variable, which is characteristic of a species of rapid growth such as skipjack, In 1997, a
reduction in catches was registered, partly due to the veluntary closurz, even thongh the application of this measurs was
not the only explanation. Current catches are in (he order of 100,000 MT, but in the early 199{1s they were above 150,000
MT. The western fishing grounds are of lesser importance. There is no information on effective fishing effort on skipjack,
and carrying capacity is considered as a measure of nominal effort, This effort has increased quite rapidly in recent years,
which is confirmed by a reduction in the averare size of fish canglit. Ne progress had been made in determining MSY.
Once preliminary data analyses have been carried out, it would be appropriate to make an assessment of the skipjacls
stocks, and an infer-sessional mesting is planned for 1999 for this purpose, The SCRS estimated that the stock was over-
exploited in certain areas, and it would he more appropriate to distribute cffort over a.wider area. Dr. Powers concluded
by mentioning that the application of the voluntary closed season had an impacl on skipjack in the area where 1 is in
operation.

2.} Bigeye

3.¢.1 The Chairman of the SCRS informed the Panel that the SCRS considered that there was only one stock in tha
Atlantic, altheugh most catches arc concentrated in the Gulf of Guirea. Catch lavels pzaked in 1994-1993, reaching a level
of 115,000 MT. Catch levels have declined in the last twao years, partly due to the voluntary time-area closure, although
this measnre does not fully justify the decrease, MSY is between 70,000 and 90,000 MT. The spawning stock biomass
shows a decreasing trend, Fishing mortality rates have increased rapidly, especially since 1991, The p...rl:l:nldgl?. of fish
harvested below the minimum size of 3.2 kg is now around 60-63%. If there were compliance with the minimum size
regulation, yield could be increased by up to 25%. The SCRS recommended that total catches be reduced 1o the 1992 lavel
of 85,000 MT, accompanied by a reduction in catches of juveniles which would improve yield per recruit, and that
cifective management measures be adopted.

3.d) Questions from the delegates to the SCRS Chairman

3.d.1 The Delegate of Russia asked about the behavionr and composiiion of the species in relation to FADSs, Dr,
Pawers answered that i has been shown that ohjects attract small fish, bigeye and skipjack morg than yellowfin, He alse
indicated that it was difficnlt to quantify CPUE, and that this would be discussed at the forthcoming inter-scssional
meeting, in order to clarify the efficacy atiribuled 1o objects. The Delegate of Russia stated his position on the issve,
concluding that if FADs were so harmful, it was inevitable that the solution he to regulate their numhber. The statement
by Russia on the agreement of the EC baat owners regarding tropical tunas is attached as Appendix 2 to ANNEX 10

5.d.2 The Delegate of the EC asked about alternative methods of reducing the catches of juveniles, which were ensier
to apply than minimum size regulations, He also asked abont the scientific results of the voluntary moratorium in the Gulf
of Guinea with respect to the reduction in juvenile mortality of bigeye and the reduction in the catches of skipjack. He
concluded by alluding to possible knowledge about bigeye spawning areas and the measures which conld be implemented
to protect spawners.

3.4.3 Dr, Powers informed the delegates that {he voluntary closure conld result in an increase in vield per recruit of’
about 13%. Tha reduction in catches resolling from the closure had mainly been reductions in skipjack catches, rather than
bigeye or yellowfin catches. Given the multi-species nature of the fishery, and that the minimum size regnlations were
difficult to apply in practice, a closure was an interesting allernative, He stressed, however, that isplated measures alone
were nol sufficient, and that they should be incorporated into a strategy 1o reduce catches. Dr. Powers also explained thal
the spawning areas werc wide-ranging, and stodies to define them required time, abour 3 or 4 years, as well as
cansiderable scientific cifort,

3.d.4 The Delegate of Ghana cxpressed his concern over the impact of FAIYs on juveniles and the current fishing
practices which do not permit seleclive fishing in order to avoid cptching individuals weighing legs than 3.2 kg, He
distinguished between the effacts of the clasure on the catches and its effects on recrujiment, and was doub1ful about the
effects of a closure which permitted the use of FADs during nine months of the year.
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5.d.5 The SCRS Chairman stated there was a need to define a fishing strategy which would resolve these probiems,
He commented that the closure, as a shart term strategy, can caly have positive effects if it guarantees continuity over the
years, As regards the possible ahernative of increasing the pariod of the closure or reducing the number of abjects, he
pointed out that the use of such methods depended on the fishery on which it was intended they have effact, As regards
CPUE associated with FADs, he explained that in conventional fishery assumptions, effort was ralatad to the number of
fishing days. However, in the case of FAD fisheries, the sirategy was different given that the factor to consider was not
the sumber of fishing days but the frequency of the sets. Dr. Powers clarified that objects accumulated fish over a penod
of time, and that CPUE could not be calculated from information currently availahle.

3.d.6 The Delegate of the United States asked abuut the relationship between MSY of yellowfin and that of bigaye
with the excessive small fish catch, The Chairman of the SCRS affinmed that in spite of the uncertainties involved in the
eslimates, it was certain that 4 change in the size composition of the catch could have repercussions on the MSY tevels.
An increase in yield per recruit duc to shifis in the catch composition could increase MSY. The Delegate of the United
States asked about the effecis on the MSY of yellowfin, and Dr, Powers teplied that if juvenile catches were eliminated,
the MEY would increase by 10%.

5.d.7 The Delegate of the EC requested information on the areas in which skipjack was aver-explaited, and whether
any area coingided with the arca in which the moratorinm was in effect, Dr. Powers stated that caution shonld be used
when speaking of overcxploitation, as the guestion invelved the issue of stock identification, which would require years
of work to clarify. :

6. Measures for the conservation of stocks
6.a) Yellowfin

6.a.1 The existing ranagement measures were ngl reviewed, neither that referring to minimum size nor that relating
to the limitation of effort,

6.5) Skipjack

6.b,1 No management measures were considered for this stock.

d.c) Bigaye
6.c.1 The Chairman pointed out the mmlti-species nature of the fishery.

6.c.2 The Delegate of Japan recalled thers were two issues which had heco agrecd upon at the 1997 meeting in
eelation to the fishery, one concerning the list of vessels over 80 MT GRT fishing for bigeye tuna and the other on the limit
of the number of vessels, He noted his intention to incorporate those concepts in two draft recommendations, One would
involve an updating of tha recommendation adopted last vear concerning the list of vessels, and the objective of the other
would be to limit the number of vessels, both longliners and purse seiners. The objective is that Contracting Parties are
aware of the list of vessels, so that they can improve meonitoring and contro! activities, and inform the flag states to which
those vessels partain which are not incloded on the list, and request their cooperation to rectify the situation.

6.c.3 The Delagate of the EC responded to the proposals of the Delegate of Tapan and hoped thai the dmft
recommendation would be sufficiently ambitions, and wanld include all the fleats that eatch tropical unas. He emphasized
thal it was appropriate to introducs the concept of total capacity, which is the concept closest to that of fishing efforl. The
EC Delegate, on presenting a draft Recommendation on this issue, praised the moratoria on the use of FADs which the
Comununity has applied voluntarily in the Gulf of Guinea. He pointed out that this swas anunprecedented procedure, which
was proofl of the sense of responsibility of the Comumunily boat owrers. e recalled that the SCRS had noted the impact
of this measure in the reduction of the catches of juveniles as well as the reduction of the total catches, including adult
fish. The SCRS also indicated in its report that it would be efficient to extend this measure on closure to afl the fleets that
fish under objects. He announced that the EC would submit a draft recommendation on extending the closure to all the
Deets. Finally, in regard to the recommendation in the SCRS report 1o reduce the catch of juveniles and of adults, he hoped
that measures would be adopted to reduce longline catches,
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6.¢.4 The Delegate of Japan, from a point of view of rasponsibility and in a spirit of cooperation, demonstrated his
willingness to exert more control on langline activities. However, taking into account that the caich of juveniles has a
grealer mpaet on (he stock than thal of spawners, e considered that the vessels that fish under FADs should assmne
greater responsibility for the eurrest situation facing this stocls :

6.¢,5 The Delegate of the United States anncunced that as a stock assessment wonid be conducted at the next meeting
of the SCRS, he would submit a draft resclution refative ta some plans of action for the rebuilding of the stock. He
supponted the proposals suggested by the Delegate of Japan but noled vessel limitation alone might not po far cnough
foward steck conservation, The Delegate of the United States agreed to analyze the effects of a voluntary moratorium on
the use of FADS. -

6.¢.6 The gbserver from Chinese Taipel expressed his disagreemment with establishing a dual timitation on the fishing,
operations of Chinese Taipei, as a catch limit of 16,500 MT had been set for Chinese Taipef last year, He infarmed the
Panel of the internal actions taken to apply this catch limit and indicated that the application of a catch Himit would be
more efficicnl and more effective in terms of admindstrative control than the limitation on the number of vessels, to which
he was opposed. The staternent by the Observer from Chinese Taipei concerring the conservation and management af
Atlantic bigeye tuna stocks is aitached as Appendix 3 to ANNEX 10,

6.c.7 The Chairman recapilulated and centered the discussiens on the three drafi reconunendations related to these
matlers, i.e. fwo by Japan amd one by the EC He alsp informed the Panel of other documents to be reviewed, a draft
Tesolution presented by the United States, another draft recommendation by the EC and a statement by Ghana. The
slalement by Ghana (see Appendix 3 to ANNEX 9), The respechive detegations were asked by the Chair to present their
praposals,

6.c.8 With respect to the dralt Reconunendaiion presented by the EC on the moratorium, the Delegate of Japan
congratulaled the EC for their intention to convert a voluntary measnre into an obligalory one, and stated his agreement
with 1he basic idea, but had seme doubts in relation to the ireatment of on-board cbservers in the draft of the
Recommendation. In this draft, it can be deduced that the qualifications of the observers should be verified by ICCAT
which constituted a new process which had not been defined by the Commission. He asked the Delegate of the EC how
he propesed to concede on board chserver status,

6.¢.9 The Chairman confirmed that in effect ICCAT had no instruments to guaraniee cbserver status. The Delegate
of the EC asked for clarification from the Secretariat, in response to which Dir. Miyake conlirmed that ICCAT had ncither
instruments nor resonrces to assume the functions referred (o in the drafl Recommendation.

6.c. 10 The Delegate of the EC clarified that the approach Lo the question of observers charged with supervising ihe
moratorium was the tesult of an agreement reached with a Contracting Party. '

6.¢.11 Dr, Miyake indicated that no consideration had been given to non-contracting parties, entities or fishing
cntities, and that it may he apprapriate to add 2 paragraph in respect of cooperating parties, entitics or fishing entitics.
This suggestion was accepted by the Delegaie of the EC.

6.c.12 The Chairman concluded the debate on the drali Rccorrmmndauon inviling Pariies to resolve their differences
bilaterally.

6.c.13 The Delegate of Ghana expressed his concern that a major fishing power 1ake vpon itself, without problems,
fishing with FADs during ring months of the year, He insisted that the point in the draft Recommendation in relation (o
the qualification of observers was 4 essential point to guarantee the transparency of the application of the said measure.
He suggested that ICCAT specify the tasks of the observers. He was surprised that the measure was to inciude the baitboat
fishery, as in Ghana, fishermen catching juveniles were sanctioned by suspending their salary, He considered that the
measure shoutd be confined to purse seiners,

6.c, 14 The Observer from Mexico made 4 statemend on the question of FADs | which were of concern to the countries
oF the east Pacific. He questioncd the cficctiveness of a moratorium of only three months duration. He explained the
siratepy agreed upon in TATTC to reduce fishing with FADs, based on fixing the number of obje¢ts per boat, and the
prohibition of the use of awxiliary vessels. He informed the Contmission of the existence ol a structured observer program,
which ICCAT did not have, On the other hand, he noted that the apraed multilateral measures werc not complied with
by the Contracting Parties, He predicied that if FADs were not climinated, the fisherics would soon face serious problems,
This statement by the observer from Mexico on fish ageregating devices {FADs) is attached a5 Appeadix 4 to ANNEX
10.
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6.¢.15 The Chairman informed the Delegate of Mexico that the SCRS had demonstrated, based on preliminary results,
that the moratorium led 1o a reduction in fshing mortality.

6.c.16 The Delegate of the EC asked the Delegate of Mexico to review the results of the SCRS, and reminded him
that the issue under debale related to Atlantic fisheries, not those of the Pacific.

6..17 The Chairman asked the Delegate of the EC i present a second draft Recommendation, which dealt with the
cstablishment of a limit of fleet capacity, applicable to all tropical funa fisheries,

6.c.18 The Delepate of the EC presented the proposal, indicating that it had a wider scope than the Recommendation
adopted in 1997 which referred only to the creation of a Hst of vessels fishing bigeye. The new proposal referred to all
those vessels which vary their effort on all tropical tuna species, making the scope wider, Furthermore, a new eiement
which was not in the existing Recommendation, that of capacity, had been introduced 25 a means of limibing effort, being
a cancept closer to efforl than that of the mumber of vessels.

6.c.19 The Delegate of the United Kingdom (Overseas Territories) asked for clarification on the exclusion of the
application of the proposal io those vesscls which catch lessthan 500 MT annpally. 1t was not specified whether those 500
MT refarred (o the catches of each specics or whether it referred to the dotal cateh, The Delegate of Ghana pointed oul that
in the Guif of Guinea, catches of bigeye are less than 10%, and that the Parties to which the said limitation was to be
applied mnsi be defined.

6.c.20 The Delegate of the EC clarified that the 300 MT referred to the total catch, and recalled that last year it had
been fixed at 200 MT for bigeye. :

6.c.21 The Delegate of the People's Repnblic of China stated that the priority should be compliance with last year's
Recommendation, calling on Parties ta submil their data, He felt that the level of 500 MT was too low, and informed the
Commission thal China liad six boats fishing for bigeye, and proposed that the level be fixed at 1000 MT,

6.c.22 The Chairman requested that this issue be clarfied in the fext.

6.c.23 The Dologate of Brazil considered that the imtroduction of fishing capacity could raise prablems and prevent
coastal states from developing their high seas fishery in the fature, and was therefore unacceptable. He also enquired why
the years 1991 and 1992 were chosen. He cited international agreements in force on this issue, i.e. the FAO Code of
Condnct for Responsible Fishing, in which the rights of coastal states to develop their fleets was clearly recognized, and
that this concept had been accepted by IATTC. He alsc mentioned the Consultations on Fishing Capacity recently
concluded in Rome, in which the principles of fishing capacity managemenl at international level had been iaid down.
He propoesed the creation of 2 Working Group to address the relative issues relating to fishing capacity, aliocation shares,
ardl monitoring systems. ' :

6.c.24 The Chairman agreed with the clarification of thess issues in the context af a Working Group, Begarding the
reference to the years 1991 and 1992, he stated that this period was the same as that chosen last year, in order to be
compatible with MEY,

6.c.25 The Delegate of Canada highlighted the possibility of unifying the three proposals which dealt with this matter.
He recalled that in 1997 it was agreed that the list of vesscls would be drawn up as a first step towards controlling efort.
He felt that the definitien of the very low Ievel of vessel exclusion be analyzed.

6.c.26 The Delegaie of the United States supported the Recommendation proposed by the EC, considering that
Limiting the number of boats constituted a first step, and it was better fo start with one species at a time.

6.c.27 The Delegate of Fapan shared the views expressed by the Delegate of the United States that bigeyc should be
the main focus, as this species was subject to overexpioitation, He presented a draft Recommendation on the measures to
be applied 10 fishing vessels of more than 24 meters Length Overnll (LOA) with the aim of controlling cffori given the
congiderable incregse in catches since 1992, He justified the use of this parameter rather than that of vessel tonnage, as
it could be better applied to both langtiners and purse seiners.

6.c.28 The Delegate of the EC highlighted the incongruence in using the two dificrent units to select vessels, given
that the two reconmendations applied to differcnt groups of vessels. He also requested thit the text of the proposal include
a paragraph in which it was indicated that in 1999, extensive measures would be adopted with regard to fleets whick catch
other tropical tuna specics.

6.c.29 The Delegate of Brazil rejected the hasic tenet of the proposal, considering that (his was confrary to the
internationally recognized righls of coastal siates, to develop their fisheries, The Delepate of Japan clarified thai the
proposal was niot intended to arrest the effarts of coastal states to dovelop their small scale fishing flests, but was aimed
al ending the problems created by the fleets currently operating,
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6.c.30 The Detegate of the People’s Republic of China commented that the development of the fleets of constal states
stiould be associated with conservation measures, te which the Delegate of Brazil apreod.

S6.edl Thf: Delegate of Venezucla agreed with the views expressed by Brazil and asked thal the texl of the
Recemmendation on conservation measures, as a matter of principle, expressly recognize the rights of coasial states to
develop their fleats, respecting the conservation measure.

6.¢.32 The Chairman invited the Delegate of the United States to introduce his drafl Resolution for the development
of rebuilding plans for Atlantic bigeye tuna. The Delegate explained that this Resolution aimed at responding fo the
recommendation of the S3CRS that efficient management measures be taken on bigeye fisharies, given that biomass was
helow MSY levels,

6.c.33 The Delegate of the EC questioned the appropriateness of this type of action at a moment when, on the one
hand the Bigeye Year Program (BETYP) was about to be initiated, and on the other hand measures were going 10 be
adapted to control the fishery. Neither did he accept the adoption of complementary actions with reference to FADS, given
ihat a Recommendation on this issue was to be adopted. The Delegate of Japan tid not understand the need for thix type
of complementary action either. -'

6.0.34 The Chairman encouraged the delegations to seek formulas for consensus bilateratly. At the next session, there
was some discussion on the texts proposcd for approval.

£.€.35 On the Recommendation on the moratorium on fishing under FADs, the Delegate of Ghana, supporied by the
Delegate of the EC, asked for financial support to be able ta assume the cost of observers. The Delepate of France (Si.
Pierrz & Miquelon) asked the Chairman of the SCRS to clarify whether all vessels involved were included in the
Recommendation aimed at protecting juveniles. On the basis of the report, ccrtain fisheries had a Jarger impact than the
purse seiners o juveniics. The Delegate of the EC stated that in a spirit of compromisc, Ghanian baitbeats which caught
Juveniles had been excluded from compliance with the Recommendation, Both the Delepate of the Uniled States and the
Delegate of Canada expressod heir full support for the closure, given its potential positive effect on the protection of
juveniles,

6.c.36 The Delegate of Russia recalled his statcment on the prolibition of fishing with FADs, and explaincd the
diflicullics in putling this moratorium into effact immediately, The Chairman pointed out that the Recommendation would
net come into effect immediately, but on 1 November 1999, during which period the Russian Gshery would have time to
adapt 10 the Recemmendation, The Delegate of Russia accepted the clarification of the Chairman,

6.¢.37 H was agreed, in order to approve the Recommendation by ICCAT conicerning Ragistration and Exchange of
Information of Bigeye Tuna Fishing Vessels, at (he request of the United States, that recreational fishing vesscls be
excluded, and that the scope of the Recommendation be reduced to include only commercial fishing vessels, Tha Delapate
of Japan stated that the compromise solution on this specific issue should not be interprated to mean that recreational
fishing vessels should be excluded, in general, from conservation measures. The Delegate of the United States presented
A statement justifying his position which is attached as Appendix 5 t0 ANNEX 10. :

6.c.38 Regarding the recommendaticn on the conservation measures for bigeve luna, a compromise was reached on
Lhe position of Brazil, who questioned the appropriatcucss of underiaking in 1999 to exiend the recommendation to species
such as yellowfin and skipjack, as according to the SCRS report these stocks were nol subject to the same problems, and
Lhe position of the EC, wha considered that, given the multi-species natiue of the fisheries, tlte measures which were now
being adapted for bigeye, should also be adopted next year for vellowfin and skipjack.

6.¢.3% Once (he discussions had becn concluded, Panel 1, by unanimity, forwarded the following Recommendations
for adoption by the Commission:

a) Recommendation by ICCAT Concerning the Establishment of a Closed drea'Season for the Use of Fish
Aggregating Devices (FADs) (attached as Annex 5-1 to the Commission Proceedings).

b) Recommendation by fCCAT Concerning Registration ond Exchange of Information of Bigeve Tuna Fishing
Vessels, (atfached as Annex 5-2. 1o the Comumission Proceedings).

c) Recommendation by ICCAT on the Bigeye Tuna Conservation Measures for Fishing Vessels Larger Than 24
nteters Length Overall (LOA), (attached as Annex 5-3 1o the Conunission Proceedings).

d) Resolution by ICCAT for the Development of Rebuilding Plans for Atiantic Bigeye Tuna, (attached as Annex
5-16 to the Comaunission Procesdings).
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7. Rescarch

7.1 Dr. Powers informed the Commissien of the objectives of the Bigeye Your Program (BETYP) 1o improve
knowledge on the basic biglogy, stock structure, migradons and dynamics of this species in general, with the aim of
evalnating the risks of overfishing on recruitment which curreatly threatens the conservation of this stock in the long term.
For this reason, an intensive tagging compaign should be undertaken on bigeye, in order to sudy growth, stock siructure
and size, and fish size in all the main fishing areas,

8. Date and place of next meeting

8.1 It was agreed that the next meeting of Pane! 1 would be held at the same time and place gs the next Connission
meefing,

9. Other matters

8.1 The Executive Secretary referred to the question of financing {or the Bigeye Year Program (BETYP), insisting
on the need to find ways of fimding this program, in order to make it feasible,

9.2 The Delegate of the EC affirmed the commitment of the European Community o cantribuie the finds necessary
for the co-financing of the program, through a substantial contribution. This contribution would be made on the condition
that other Parties would make a financial contribution.

9.3 The Delegate of Japan felt that although it would be more appropriate to discuss this issue in STACFATY, he
informed the Comumigsion that, as a Party involved in the fishery, Japan was going to contribate to the Program., Japanese
contributions arc not condilioncd on other partics making a financial contribuiion, They consist of two types. The first,
or direct monetary contribution of about US$276,000 for the Japanesz 1999 Fiscal Year, 1s now being negotiated with the
Finance Ministry, At this time, the Delegate of Japan could niot confirm that these negotiations would be successful. The
second, or “in kind"” contribution, is more promising and Japan would send a recently constructed research vessel in 1999
or 2000 to participate actively in the implementation of this Program. This contribution “in kind” would, in tonetary
terms, be equivalent {0 several miilion doHars, Scicntists from other parties would be welcome on-haard the vessel for
cooperative research activities,

9.4 The Observer from Chinese Taipei stated that, as one of the parties entities or fishing entities interested in this
fishery, Chinese Taipei also fell obliged to contribute to the Program, but that {his contribution would be limited to about
US §10,000. )

10. Adoption of Report

10.1 The Report of Panel 1 was adoptad at the tine of the mecting, except for the last sassion, which was adapled Jater
hy correspondence,
11, Adjournment

11.1 The 1998 Meeting of Panel 1 was adjourned,
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REPORT OF THE MEETING OF PANEL 2

1. Opening

1.1 The meeting was opencd by the chairman of Panel 2, Mr. John Barnes (United Kingdom-Overseas Terrilories).

2. Adoption of Agenda
2.1 The Agenda was udopted without any modification and is attached as Appendix 1 to ANNEX 10,
3. Appointment of Rapporteur

3.1 The Delegate of Japan nominated Dr, N. Miyabe (Japan) to serve as Rapporleur of this Panei.

4. Review of Panel membership

4.1 Panel 2 is currently comprised af the following members: Canada, Ching, Croatia, European Community, France
(St. Pierre & Miquelon), Japar, Kerea, Libva, Morocco, Russia, S8an Tomé & Principe, United Kingdom-Overseas
Territories, United States, and Venezuela, All the members aftanded the Pangl meeting, Observers from Angala, Ghana,
and Guiney alse attended this Pancl meeting. Cther observers attending the Panel meeting from non-contracting partcs,
entities or fishing entitics were Chinese Taipei, the F.ime. Isiands, Eceland, Me:nco Namibia, Norway, Turkey, Panamd,
and CARICOM.

3. Report of the Stapding Commities on Research and Statistics (SCRE)
3.a) Rluefin (North)
5.2.1 Dr. Joseph Powers, the Chairman of the SCRS, presented a brief report on the stock status of blvefin tuna.

5.2.2 The SCRS Chairman stated that mixing does occur between the eust and west stacks perhaps due to migration,
feeding beliavior or reproduction, but that the available data da not give a measure of the axtent of this mixing.

5.2.3 The results of an assessment based oa the mode! assuming a separate stock ou each side of the Atlantic would
bie reasonably rebust (insensiive) if adequale management approaches are applied to both sides.

5.2.4 The current catch was high (41,000 MT) for the casicrn Atlantic stock {East Atlantic and Mediterranean Sea)
while it was low {between 2000 to 2700 MT) due lo regnlations in place for the west Atlantic stock. The largest catch for
the east Atlantic stock was recorded in 1996,

- West Atlantic stock

5.a.5 A number of analyses were conducted this year reflecting the different views of the weighting scheme of CPUE,
natural mortalily rates and stock-recruitment relationship. [n order to review the productivily of the stock, data which date
back to the 1950s were used in addition to data starting in 1970.

5.4.6 Tha overall stock tronds gbtainad this year were similar to those of the previous assessment. The adult stock size
declined since the carly 1970s with levelinp-off during the 19903, and is currently between 14 ard 17% of the 1973 level.
Recruitment continned to decline from the high level during the early 19705, thereafter indicating some stability in more
recont years, Fishing mortality rates (F) for adult fish showed a ganerally increasing trend with a sudden drop in 1982,
reflecting the introduction of management measures. The trend in more recent years is unceriain since variability around
the estimates is larger.

5.a.7 The stock-recruilment relationship is important when examining the long-term oulleck of the stock, Two
different compeling relationships were hypothegized due 1o the lack of fit in the observed stock-recrnitment relationship,
i.e. Beverton-Holt (BH) and 2-line models. The 2-line model predicts fature recruitment similar to the past level except
that of the carly 1970s, and does not go beyond that level, wheresas the BH model gives higher recruitment at a higher
stock level, These two models pive a different view of long-term productivity, since MSY, which is the 1arget of ICCAT,
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as estimaled by these models, indicated quite different outcomes {about 7,000 MT and 2,800 MT for the BH and 2-line
muodels, respectively). '

5.a.8 Constant annual catch sconarios between & and 3,000 MT were considered. Under the BH model, the adult stock
is susiainable at 2,000 MT of catch but staits declining with 2,500 MT, The 2-linc model, or the other hand, indicated
a slight increase of the adult stock with a catch of 2,500 MT. Both moedels indicated thai the adult stock size will not show
any measurahle change in the short-term if the fuiure catch remains at the [evel of the recent past.

5.a.9 The SCRS Chairman stressed thal the condition of the east Aflantie stock and fishery could adversely affsct
recovery in the wast Atlantic stock because of mixing between the two stocks,

- Bast Atlantic stock

5,4,10 Compared to the west Atlantic stock, there is an order of magnitude difference in the tolal caich for the east
Atlantic stock, which is currently at abont 41,000 MT. Significant catch revisions for the period 1991-1995 were made
between the pravious and this year’s assessment, The SCRS Chairman further stressed thal, in conirast (o (he west Allatic
stock, the availability of indices of abundance, which can be used for calibration, is rather limited,

5.a.11 The assessment indicates a strong decline of the spawning slock since 1993, This correspands to an incrense
in fishing mortality rates. On the other hand, estimated recruitment was higher in recent years than in the 1970s and
showed 1o clear trend, bul some variabilify, :

5.2.12 Future stock projection posed some difficulty due to the loss of possible stock-recruitment relationships.
Another difficulty is the prediction of the future level of recruitment under the low spawning stock size which was not
observed in the past. Therefore, the projection did not go beyond more than 10 years, '

5 a.13 Projections were made under catch scenarios of 43,000 MT, 33,000 MT and 25,000 MT (as recommended in
1996). Tt was indicated that the curreat caich level is not sustainable and the adult slock will not decrease further only in
the case of 25,000 MT. Given the larpe increasc in catches and the decline of the stock in secent years, a 35% reduclion
of catch from the 1993 to 1994 average caich fevel would be necessary to prevent further decline of adult stock.

5.2.14 The Commilles is also concerned about the itigh catches of small-sized fish and recommends that every effort
be made to reduce these catches.

5.2.15 The SCRS Chairman noted that the condition of the east Atlantic stock and fishery could adversely affect
Tecovery in the west Atlantic stock because of mixing between the two stacks.

- Questions raised by Panel members ' |

5.a.16 The Dciegate of the EC, questioned (1) the effect of the possible shift in dates of the closure of purse scine
Gshing in the Mediterranean Sea; and (2) the level of nnceriainty associated wilh the assessment,

5.2.17 The Chairman of the SCRS answered that he conld not address the first question dirce(ly bul any action that
curtails the fishing mortatity could contribute te the rebuilding of the stock. He also stated that ii is clear that there is
considerable uncertainty associated with the assessment results. The current status of the stock, particularly in terms of
the abselute level, is unknown, reflecting the shortage of available informatior, such as index of abundance and catch-at-
size data. Essentially, the current conclusion on stock projection was drawn mostly from the context of vield-per-recruit
analysis.

5.4.18 After thanking Dr, Powers for his cxcellent work at the SCRS, the Delegate of Japan requested some
cxplanation of the west Atlantic bluefin assessment, First of all, he questioned the reason why the SCRS presented all the
results of futura profection under several different assamptions. He also asked why the SCRS did not continue to use only
the 2-line model for the stock-recruitment relationship that was the only assumption used iz the 1994 and 1996
ASSESSMENLS.

5.2.19 The Chairman of the SCRS clarified that the other stock-recruitment relalionship was vsed in the age-
structured production model in the previous assessment, and there was no clear-cut preference for this relationship by the
scientists this year. He further noted that the application of the Beverton-Holt model stemmed from the desire to cstimate
longer-term productivity of this siock.

5.2.20 Another ‘clarification requested by the Japanese Delegate was with regard to the weighting of the index of

abnndance in the calibration. He referred to three different methods (inpul weighting, iterative re-weighting and equal
weighting) and asked for a brief cxplanation of them, The Delegate of Japan also raised a question on the applicability
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and suitability of an index of abundance obtained from very small areas, such as the Capadian index, (the so-called Hell
Hole ﬁshcry) Iocated in the northern fringe area of the geographic distribution of this species, He further noted that, sinee
(ke area is small, there could be much less variability, and if so, this series could get higher weighting than other indices.

5.a.21 The Chairman of the SCRS explained that input-weighting incorporates the variability inherent to each index,
narnely, it gives higher weight for those indices which have siailer variahility; that iterative re-weighting is to give more
weight to indices which coincide with the trend of stock implied in the catch-at-age data; and that equal weighting is ta
weiplht all indices equally. He admitted that therc was constderable discussion at the SCRS on what the best weighting
scheme might be, but thers was no clear-cut conclusion, Regarding the Canadian index, ke understond that a large
proportion of the catch comes from a relatively small area but which represented substantial catch, and he belxeved that
index could be usable.

3.a,22 The Delegate of Japan stated that, regarding future projection, if all cases were looked at, even 3,000 MT of
catch could be sustainable when the 2-line model and iterative re-weighting was vsed, and similarly 2,500 MT could be
as well when the 2-line model and equal weighting were specified. He stressed that, under these circumstances, the SCRS
did not indicate the most plausible model and one could also use other information obinined from the fighery, For example,
the fact that about 2,500 MT of caich centinued for gbout 15 years and the fishing seasen from most of the existing
fisheries became shorter and shorter might indicate that the stock is still abusdant. He asked whether or not it is totally
wrong to have a quota between 2,500 and 3,000 MT.

3.a.23 Dr. Pawers replied that relatively strong year-classes at ages 6 ta 7 are being recruited o the spayming stock
and will last for a few years. Because of this, he advised that the monitoring quota could be sel at any level between 0 and
3,000 MT depending on the time freme the Commission sets out for a recovery plao.

3.2.24 Regarding the east Atlanfic stock, the Delegaic of Japan asked Dr. Powers whether the Iapanese
Jongliners'CPUEs were mainly used for the stock assessment,

5.8.25 Dr. Powers replied that the Japanese CPUESs were 1mpor!ant for the stock asscssment because of their long-
term, wide-coveruge and by- agedass data set.

5.8.26 The Delegate of Japan asked Dr. Powers if he kaew about an anecdotal rumor of fish being stolen from the
longline gear, including from Japanese longline. He further inguired whether or not it was one af the causes of the decline
of the Japanese longline CPUE. :

J.a.27 The Chuirman of the SCRE szid that this is apparently happening but the degrea cannot yat he quantiited,

5.8.28 The Delegate of Canada complemented Dr. Powers for providing nseful information. Regarding the point the
Delegate of Japan raised en the Canadian index, he explained that Uhe index included information from a broad area of
southwestern Nova Sceliz including the Hell Hole and tlie Bay of Fundy. He indicated that the trend is similar to that of
the harpoon fighery in the Guif of Maing in the USA, therefore il was not considered to exhibit only lncal abundance,

5.8.29 The Delepale of Canada noted the differences between the results of this year’s assessment and the previous
assessment such as the wide range of estimated MSY as well as the assumptions on future recruitment, Given that in
Tecent assessments thie 1975 levels were used as & proxy for MY, he requcsled further elabaoration on the recovery
scendarios in relation to the 1975 target level in spawning stock size.

5.2,30 The Chairman of the SCRS responded that the recovery scenarios, whose aim is 10 return to MSY or its
surrogate {1975) level within 20 years, really depend on future recruitment. If the target is the 1975 Level, the fulure catch
should be reduced to around 1,500 MT under the BH modet and should be rednced to around 1,000 MT under the 3-ling
model.

3.0} Albacore (North)
5.0.1 The Chairman of the 3CRS gave a brief summary of the stock status of north Atlantic athacore as shown below.,

3,b.2 This specics is generally distributed through almost all arcas of the north Atlantic but the most significant
catches are made on the eastern side of the ocean. During the 1960s and 1970s, the longline fishery accounted for a large
proportion of the catch. In more recent years, the major caiches are taken by the surface fishéry, such as baitbost and troll.
The total catch declined gradually since the 1970s, due to a decreass in hshing effort. .

5.1.3 This year, a compleie assessment was conducted witk the application of two VPA models (it ulilize CPUE and
catch hy age. Generally speaking, the results from the two models were comparable, Recruitment indicated some
fluctuation but withaut any frend, The population of older ape-classes declined quite a bit, ihis in turn caused an increase
in fishing mortality rates for those age-classes. An increase of fishing mortality rates for younger ages (2 to 4 years old}
was also observed.
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5.b.4 The results of yield-per-recruit analysis showed that the current fishing mortality rate was between Fy | and F,,,,
suggesting the slock was not growth-over-fished, Cooversely, if the situation was looked at in the context of MSY, a
considerable amour of incertainty was obscived. The current catch was 27,000 MT while the estimated MSY range was
30,000-33.000 MT. The current fishing mortality rate was 39% higher than F,z, but remained uncertain.

5.b.5 The stock was considered to be fully exploited but the possibility of over-exploitatior shonld not be dismissed.
Therefore, the SCRS recommended not to increase fishing mortality ahove its current level.

6, Measures for the conservation of sincks
6.a) Bluafin (Nortiy)
- west Atlantic stock

6.a.1 The Delegate of Japan expressed his wish to increase the maniloring quotz ta close ta 3.000 MT. He [ell that
this is scientifically justifiable from what was writlen in the SCRS report and what other fishery information indicated.
He stressed the importance of paying back fishermen in the wesl Attantic who had contributed very much 1o the collection
of fishery data for scientific study and who had strictly abided by the management measures pul forward,

6.4.2 The Delepate of Canada made & statement on bluclin tuna, which is attached as Appendix 6 to ANNEX 10.

6.4.3 The Delegate of the United States began his statemeni by commending Dr, Powers for his work with the SCRE.
He expressed pieasure with the increased participation of scientists in the stock assessment process, including preparing
advice on Jong-term recovery plans. He pointed out that there is increased gvidence of eas(-west mavements of bhefin
lung, althongh it is still premature to determine precisely the effect of the east Atlanfic fishery or the west Atlantic stock,
and vice versa. :

6.0.4 The Delegate of the UK (Overseas Territories) exprassed that the current quota shonild nof be increased.

6.a.3 The Delegate of France (St Pierre & Miquelon) requested the Conunission (o allocale 8 modest quala Lo this
French overseas (erritory, as a coastal state and a Parly (o the Convenlion, France expressed its willingness to join the
stock conservation process.

6.a.6 The Observer from Mexico expressed his willingness to tale parl in the negotiation of 8 monitoring quota for
the west Atlantic stock, since Mexico is & coasial nation and a cooperating party. He stressed that his country has a
longline fishery in the Guif of Mexico and catches bivefin and reports its catches to ICCAT regularly, The statement by
the observer from Mexice requesting a quota on bluefin funa is attached as Appendix 8 to ANNEX 10,

6.2,7 The Agsistant Executive Secretary asked the Qbserver from Mexico for clarification on the bluefin caich,
referring 10 the recarded catch in the SCRS Report,

6.a.8 The Observer from Mexico responded that the level of reparting was variable depending on the period, since
bluefin tuna had not been clearly segarated from other species before 1991, More accurate data have been collected in
Tecent years thrauph the observer program and the coverage of this program was increased in later years. The catch vaded
from 2 - 4 MT 1o over 48 MT, which might include exports 1o Japan.

6.2.9 The Delegate of Canada asked the Assistant Exccative Secretary if MCCAT received any data, such as species
composition and landing data, from Mexico. The Assistant Executive Secrotary replicd that the reported catch was 4 MT
in 1994 and 2 MT in 1997,

6.4.10 The Obscrver from Mexico further explained that there was confusion of species separation in the longline
catch and blucfin conld have been reporded as “tuna” before 1991, As the yellowfin catch has increased in recent years,
bluefin catches might have gone up accordingly.

6.2.11 The Delegate of Canada emphasized the importance of obtaining accurate information on bluefin taken
incidentally in the Mexican longhine fishery.

6.a.12 The Observer from Iceland presented a statement on the catch limitation and quota allogation of blucfin tina,
which is attached as Appendix 8 t¢ ANNEX 10.

6.a.13 The Delepate of France (81, Picrre & Miquelon) reiterated his request for a quota allocation of 4 MT, which
is the amount atlocated to the United Kingdom (in respect of its overseas territories). He explained that the people of St
Pierre & Miquelon are a coastal comumunity, and rely heavily on fisheries, This community is not currently authorized
by France to [ish for blucfin in its EEZ as they have no ICCAT quota allocation.
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6.a.14 The Delegates of the UK (Overseas Territories) end the EC supporied the position of the Delegate of France.

6.a.15 At a later session, the Delegate of the United States presented a new drafl recommendation on management
of west Atlantic bluefin, He explained the new provisions of this proposal, such as a TAC around 2,500 MT, a 20-vear
rebuilding plan, etc in his written statement. The 11.5. statement on rebuilding ptans for west Atlantic hinefin tuna is
attached as Appendix 9 to ANNEX 106,

6.a.16 The Delepate of Canada snpported this proposal noting that this is an impostant siep in achieving the chjective,
such as a flexible rebuilding plan in 20 years, dealing with discards, avoidance of catching small fish, etc.

6.a.17 The “NRecommendation to Establish a Rebuilding Program for Western Adantic Bluefin Tuna® was
unanimousty approved by the Panel members and forwarded to the Commission, after a minor change in operative
paragraph 7 was made by the Delegate of the United States (see Annex 5-7),

6.2.18 The Delegate of the United States commented that the provision in the recommendation specifying that
“measures should be instituted to deny sconomic gain to fishermen from...” fish weighing less than 30 kg had been
intended by ICCAT to preclude the sale of such fish only and that this interprelation was and would continve to be the
1.8, view of the provision. The Delegate of Canada confirmed the recollection of the U.8. Delegate concerning the intent
of the provision.

6.2.19 The Delegate of Mexico expressed his serious concern that there was no mention of the requested guota
allocation for Mexico in the approved reccommendation, He asked the Chairman what kind of treatment can be granted
to Mexico, while he advocated his conntry’s legitimate inierest in bluefin fishery.

6.a.20 The Chairman expected Mexico's continued compliance with the ICCAT management measures, and
suggested a possibility to receive some consideration in a Working Group that the ICCAT is going fo establish. Tts
mandate is to discuss allocation criteria which takes into consideration the various natures of the Parties, such as new
entrants to the fishery, contracting or non-contracling parties, eotities/fishing eniities, developing andfor coustal countries.

6.2.2] The Delegate of Mexico requested confirmation that his statement made sarlier, in wlich his country formally
requested an aliocation of bluefin quota, is going to be inciuded in the Report of Panel 2. The Chairman adviscd that that
was the case.

- Bast Atlantic stack

6.4.22 The Delegate of the People's Republic of China stated that he carcfully reviewed the recommandations put
forward by the SCRS, He stressed that his country could go along with a 35% rednction, but sings his country was a
nawcomer to [ICCAT, catch was only recorded in 1995, amounting to 120 MT. Therefore, he proposed an exemption for
cauntrics whose cateh was less than 200 MT.

6.,4.23 The Delegate of United States axpressed his concern over the high level of catch in 1997, noting that many
countries exceaded their specified catch limit (A fishery cap based on the higher of 1993 ar 1994 catch levels), as well
as the high catches of fish below minimum size. Emphasizing the interdependent nature of castern and western Atlantic
tluefin tuna, he stated that a system similar to that used in the west Ailantic, i.e., country-specific quotas and a fixed TAC,
mighl be necessary in order 1o improve the manapement of the east Atkantic stock, He also strongly stressed thal any new
management measure should include reductions consistent with the 1996 ICCAT Compliance Recommendation,

6.8.24 The Delegale of Canada emphasized, in relation to the west Atlantic stock, the need to reduce caich and (o
adhere more strictly to the management measnres of the east Atlantic stock, He refteruied the conclusion of the stock
assessment conducied for the east Atlantic stock, and further explained that this conclusion could be optimistic since future
recrujtment uged in the analysis may not be as high as assumed. Careful consideration might be required of the catches
made around the boundary area in view of the possible interactions between the east and west Atlantic,

6.8,25 The Delegate of the EC requested clarification as to whether or not the existing recommendation made in 1975
for east Atlantic and Mediterranean Sea is applicable to two areas. He also expressed that, in order to accept any measure,
it should be snfficiently reasonable and practical, otherwise compliance becomes very difficult.

6.3.26 The Chairman of Panel 2 confirmed that the 1975 recommendation is applicable to both areas.

6.2.27 The Delegaie of United Statcs presented a statement conccmmg the rebuilding plans for cast Atlantic bluefin
tuna, which is attached as Appendix 10 to ANNEX 10 .

6.a.28 The Delegate of Canada shared {he frusiration expressed by the United States and highlighted the priority that
Canada placed on adopting a rebuilding sirategy. He further noted that in Canada’s opening statement to the Compliance
Committee, Canada emphasized (hat compliance is a prereqgaisite for conservation stressing that all Parties must honor
their comntitments to comply with the measures that we collectively develop and adopt, to guide our management. He also
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emphasized that differential compliance, whetc somie Parties honor their abligations and others do not, is not only unfair,
but has a direct and adverse impact on the fishermen who have made sacrifices for conservation, This is especially true
for binefin tuna, where the boundaries between stocks are imprecise and stock mixing oceurs, Stock rebuilding in the west
Atlantic depends not onty upon prudent management in the west Atlantic fisheries. [t also depends upon responsible
management and adherence to ICCAT measures in the easlern Atlantic and Mediterranean. Calches in the east Ailantic
are at hustorically high levels; we know these current catches are 1ot sustainable. The SCRS advises that a catch of 25,000
MT is required to hailt the decline of SSB in the medivm-ierm but this only gives us a susiainable fishery, not a rebuilt
one, It is Canada’s expectation that the catches in the east Alaalic and Medifervanean in 1998 will camply with the
recommendation to reduce catches by 25% from 1994 levels. Canada expects that catches in 1999 and 2000 will be
consistent with the scientific advice, The objective must be to have catches not exceed 23,000 MT in 2000, along with
effective measures ta control the harvest of small fish.

6.a,29 The Delegate of the EC stated that sustainable stock conservation should be always defended, and for that
purpose muitilateral action could be the best way to achieve it. He hoped that the ICCAT would guaraniee both the
conservation of stocks and the legitimate interest of fishermen. He believed that fundamental sacio-economic factors
should be tzken into consideration as well 45 the levels of uncertainty that were shown in the SCRS Repart, A TAC of
33.000 MT in 1999 could be a gond halance. The management measures for the conservation of stock must be practical,
and as a respensiblc manager, ICCAT must take the necessary steps in order to maintain fishing communities. He hoped
other members would cooperate in seeking equitable and realistic solutions, The EC statemcnt on bluefin tuna is artached
a5 Appendix 11 to ANNEX 10, :

6.2.30 The Delegate of Croatia stated that it was essantial to reduse the blnefin catch, but it would not be easy to do
so for many countries particularly this year, and hence he supported the EC’s basic idea, He also indicated that
adminigtrators in his country have put forth their best efforis under very difficult circumstances, He acknowledged the
complance with conservalion measures by countries participating in fisheries for the west Atlantic, and felt that some
measures to sfop catch increases in the east Atantc and Medilerranean Sea were necessary. However, thers sezmed (o
be considerable uncestainties both in the catch and in the zesulis of the assessment. These uncertainties have alrcady
caused misunderstanding and management failure. It is completely justifiable to reduce catches based on the revised and
approved statistical data begause they arc ubsclutely corzect. There are more than 1000 islands along the Croatian coast
which have been depogmlated over the last 30, vears because of the disappcearance of bluefin in (hose regious,

6.2.31 The Delegate of the United States commented on two points wilh regard (o inlervention made by the Delegate
of the EC. He fully endorsed nse of the multilateral approach in resolving ihe issue, and he further noted that the
multilaterat approach was used in 1994 when ICCAT agreed to place a 25,000 MT cap on the eagtern Atlantic bluefin
tuna fishery, beginning in 1995. He noted that 23,600 MT was considered sustainable at that time, and he pointed out that
the 1994 apreement had not bzen adhered to, althongh the United States had fully expected that it would be, Finally, he
noled that a catch of 33,000 MT would not be sustainabie according to the results of the recent meeting of the SCRS,

6.2.32 Referring 1o the SCRS Report, the Delegate of Canada similarly responded to what the Delepate of the EC had
cxpressed. He elaborated that a catch of 33,000 MT or more is not sustainable and wil! reduce spawning biomass further,
With a catch of 25,008 MT, the stock will be sustainable but will not recover to the 1897 Tevel until the year 2008 or later,
He stressed the necessity to work together for west and east Atlantic fishermen and to comply with whal was apreed in
1993 in order to avoid the sort of serious decline which had taken place in some other stocks in Canada.

6.a.33 The Delegale of Morocco stated that the establishment of a TAC comes from the resulls of 1he assessment
which, as indicated in the SCRS Report, contained large uncertainty. Thercfore, the management of the cast Atlantic stock
should be reconsidered taking socic-zconomic factors into consideration, since the fishermen have to rely on those catches
for their subsisience. He also emphasized that the time frame required for catch reduction should be three years or more
50 s to give a better chance of applicalion,

6.8.34 The Delegate of Tunisia expressed that his country has just joined ICCAT in order to participate in JCCATs
efforts for the conservation of the stocks, and that Tunisian fishermen had agreed to comply with ICCAT
recammendgtions. Tremendous financial sacrifice would be requited for the implementation of new measures. He
suggesled u need lo ind reasonable and practicable solutions.

6.8.35 The Delegate of the EC reaffirmed the previous sistement that the bes! possible way could be to consider nol
only the scienlific advice bl also socia-economic factars, oL Y

5.2.36 The Observer from Turkey jﬂinéd and fully supposted what the Delegate of the EC had expressed.”

6.8.37 The Delegate of China also suppeorted the views capressed by the Detepgate of the EC.

6.6,38 The Delepate of Japan stated that these issues wera also discnssed in the Complisnce Commiites, where futurs
management and recovery of siock should be inter-linked. He admitted a need to consider a well-balanced approach, as
the importance of both conservation of stock and considaration of sacin-sconomic factors were repeatedly expressed. He

re-emphasized what he had said before about the wdaimess of benefitdng al the expense of others who strictly abided by
the conservation measuras,
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6.2.3% The Chairman advised members that this Pane] should focus on the management of the stocks.

6.a.30 The Delegate of Morocca presented 2 statement concerning historical rights, which is attached as Appendix
12 to ANNEX 14,

6.a.41 The Delegate of the EC proposed a draft Recommendation on changing the dates of the closed season for the
purse seine fishery in the Mediterranean Sea. He stated that although a considerable dectine in juvenile Gsh was observed,
the agpregation of juveniles was subjected to larpe variation. For the sake of flaxibility, and as the slight change of (his
measure would not affect its effeciiveness, il was proposed to move the closed scason forward by 13 days (16 July ~ 13
August).

6.8.42 The Delegate of Croatia requested that, in relation to the EC proposal, his preposal be coasidered by the Panel
at the same time. He proposed changing the closed season of putsz seine flects in the Adriatic Sea to May instead of
August, A prohibition of transfer of the fleets to other area was also included, He siressed that this proposal was more
appropriate and effective for the protection of juvenile fish judging from the data which was presented at the SCRE
meetings in 1997 and 1998,

6.2.43 The Delegate of the EC expressed sympathy with the proposal made by the Delegate of Croatia.

6.a.44 The Observer from Turkey also supported these two proposals, introdacing his country’s regnlation on the
purse seine fishery whicl complies with the ICCAT measures,

6.2.45 The Delegate of Japan sialed that he recalled the discussions which took place in 1997 on this matter. He raised
two points regarding these two competing proposals: the availability of scientific information on which the proposal can
be based, and the effects on enforcement caused by the different closed seasons. He felr that the proposal made by the
Delegate of Croatia did appear to take care of theso points. He further asked for advice from the SCRS Chairman on these
points, and stated that he reserved his comments until Jater in the session.

6.4.46 The Chairman of the SCRS responded that he understeod that the ctiginal time/area closure Recommendation
was motivated by the Commission, and that the SCRE could not datermine the distinction of 15 days difference. He alsc
pointed out that although H may 1mply some potential unpmvement, it would be very difficult to get sufficient dala, as the
former SCRS Chairman had stated on an earlier occasion,

6.2.47 The EC Delegaie circulated another propessl on a bluefin minimum size regulation in the eastern Atlantic and
Medilerranean Sea. He explained that this was drafied in order 1o improve the situation and comply pecfectly with the
previous medsure on minimuoo size,

6.2.48 The Delegates of Croatia and Canada strongty supported and endorsed this proposal.

6.2.49 The Delegate of the United States also expressed his support and suggesled that additional changes might be
required to the existing recommendation corcerming age 0 bluefin.

6,2,50 The Delegate of the EC stated that the new EC regulation regarding the minimum size was fortnutated and
thig information would be distributed to evervone.

6,.51 The Panel 2 approved the *Reconsmendation by JCCAT Amending the ‘Recommendation vrn Bluefin Catch
Limits in the Engtern Atlantie Ocean and Maditerranzan Sea' and the 'Recommendaiion on Supplemental Managenrent
Measures Concerning Age 0 Blugfin Tuna® ™ and forwarded it to the Commission for final adoption (see Annex 5-4}.

6.2.52 The Delegate of Croatia proposed a new joint recommendation which combined the previously presented
proposals made by Croatia and the EC. This proposed a change in the dates of the closed seasor for the pursc scine fishery
in the Mediterranzan Sea and a prohibition of the shift of fishing effart during the closed season.

6.2,53 The Delegate of the EC expressed full support for the joint Recommendation, with a minor change in the
wording,

6.2.54 This proposal was approved by Pancl 2 as the “Recommendation by ICCAT Concerning the Changes of Closed
Season for the Purse Seine Fishery Fishing for Bluefin Tuna in the Mediterranean Sea”, and forwarded lo Lhe
Commiszion for adoption (scc Annex 5-6). .

6.a.55 The Chairman of Panel 2 reconvened the Panel meefing in g joiot meeting with the Compliance Cammitiee,
having indicated that there were certain issves rclated to the conservation and mansgemenl measures that were
Inextricably linked with compliance issues. The Chairman of the Compliance Comunittee then introduced & proposed
reccommendation that wounld address the conservation and management of bluefin tuna jn the eastern Atlantic and
Mediterranean.
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6.a.56 The Delegate of the EC put forth a new recommendation [Doc 76] on the limitation of bluefin catclies in the
east Atlantic and Mediterranean Sea. He expiained that exhaustive cfforts on determining quota shares were made by all
parties that participated in the negotiation in order to take into accousnt the balance of stock conservation aug economic
interests by fishermen, The process of seiting quota shares took the following process.

(I} The TAC in 1999 was set at 32,000 MT.

(2} A specific quota is allocated to Croalia since that country went through a war during ihe early 1990s, the years
from which the catch date were taken for the caleulation of quota,

(3) The percentages for all other Contracting Parties and non-contracting parties, entities and fishing entities are
calculated using the un-revised catches given by the SCRS before 1998, which are the figures prior to the major
revision of catch, and are multiplied ta the rest of the TAC to get each quota in 1999. It should be emphasized
that there was no discrimination in determining quota shares amang all Parties, except Croatia.

(4} The TAC in the year 2000 was sct at 29,500 MT and each Party’s share was kept fixed.
6.a.37 The EC Delegate furiher stated that the level of TAC is quite compatible with the scientific advice.

6.2.38 The Delegate of Morocco expressed surprise that the recommendadon under discussion did not take account
the figures revised by the SCRS in 1998 and that the problem of historical rights of vessels fishing in the EEZ’s of 1hird
Parties has not yet been resctved. This last point is exphaincd in detail in the statement presented by Morocco concerning
historical rights (sec Appendix 12 fo ANNEX 10). The Delegate of Morocco also pointed out that the rnles of
international trade as repards the origin of the fish cannot be the base of allocalion of historical righis.

6.8.59 The Delegaic of the United States indicated his support for the propoesal, noting that it climinated ambiguity
by establishing member-specific quotas, incorporated reductions relative to the provistons of the 1996 Compliance
Recommendation, and moved the easiern Alantic fishery toward the 25,000 MT goal of sustainability identificd by the
3CRS. The Delegate cantioncd that the recommendation should noi be interpreted io mean that the year 2000 quota levels
weee exempted from the terms of the 1996 Compliance Recommendation, however. The Delepatc of the United States then
requested clarification with tegard fo the actual amonnts by which the 1939 quotas wonld be reduced, The Chairman noled
that the EC would absork a reduction exceeding 4,000 MT and that the total reduction for the eastern Atlantic and
Mediterranean would be approximately 3,000 MT,

6.4.60 The Delegate of Morocco iantroduced a joint statement by Merocco, Libya and Turkey concerving gqueta
alloeation, which is attached as Appeadix 13 to ANNEX 10. He noted that these three countries give gregt importance
to the full implementation of the ICCAT regulatory measurss and Agree with the intreduction of TAC on this stock. The
statement proposes, since the bluefin fishing scason general starts in the month of May, that an inter-sessional meeting
be held in carly 1999 in order to consider allocation critoria, leaving thc quota shares in the paragraph 3 of the
reeommesndation open, and deleting paragraph 6.

6.2.61 The Delegate of the EC guestioned the reason why the EC proposal could not b accepted by the Mornccan
Delopate.

6.2.62 The Delegate of Morocco replied that be conld nol accepl the quota shares proposed since the delegations
involved in the aforamentioned statement {Turkey, Libya and Morocen) were nat informed of the criteria for the sharing
of TAC when the individual TACs were developed, and he could nat understand why different figures were used in the
calowlation of gquota shares and the penaltias for quota gverage, He noted that there was no justification to use the
unrevised figuras since his country put forth great effort on the improvement of statistics.

£.2.63 The Delegale of the EC repeated that the agreement was reached throngh cooperation by aimost all the Parties
cancerned and was in confarmity with ICCAT rules,

6.8.64 In supporting this proposal, the Delegate of Croatiz expressed his appreciation for the special consideration
given to his country. However, even far his country, this is a very painful compromise which requires a 40 % reduction
in the catch. He added that an agreement must be reached now because the fishing scason will start soon in Croztia,

6.2.63 The Delegate of Libys fully supported the views expressed by Moracco, He pointed out that Libys was not a
member of the ICCAT in 1994 and insisted on the nacessity to hold an inter-sessional meeting on quata shares.

6.0.6G6 The Delegate of Japan siated that meaningful discussion was made boik in terms of cempliance and future
allocation scheme and that the mechanism developed here is fair and equitable for the majority of the participanis. Japan
can go along with this propasal far these reasons.

6.2.67The Delegate of China stated that a 500 MT quota was requested for China, However, his country can go along
with the proposed figure under this cxtremely difficult sitvation,
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&.2,68 The Observer from Turkey noted his support for the Jomt proposal made with Morocco and Libya and Turkey.
While he agreed to set quotas, the relative shares should be considered further among all concerned partws

6.2,69The observer from Chingse Taipai pointed out as an major player among non-contracting partics, that 4
difficully cxists in haw quotas can be shared and enforced under the proposal which gives only the total amount of quota
for all non-coutracling parties, entities/fishing entities,

6.8.70The Dclcgale ol the EC explained that Algeria, Chiness Taipei, Cyprus, Malta and Turkey are mc]uded as non-
contracting parties, cntitics/fishing entides. :

6.2.71The Qbsewer from Chincse Taipei cxpressed his wish to go back to individual quota sharing for non-
cantracting parties, entities/fishing entities, which was once discussed in the previous version of the proposal, However,
the Chairman replied that ICCAT cannot set a queta for non-contracting parties, entties/fishing entities.

6.2.72 The Delegate of Morocco proposed & compromise which adds a footnote in paragraph 3 that stales “Quata
allacations for the year 2000 will be reviewed in 1999 in Kght of the results of the Working Group on Allocation Criteria”™.

6.2.73 The Delegation of the EC stated that he was not against this proposal, but he did not want to ke a preemptive
position in line with a footnote, and stressed the difficulty 1o change shares since once the discussion was opened up again
it would be very difficnlt to come to an agreement by consensus, He suggested a modificstion of this footnote relative to
the formulation of a Working Group on Allocation raised at the Commission Plenary Scssion,

6.a.74 After further discussion, it was derided to add the following fooinote; “Quota ailocations for the year 2000 may
be reviewed in 1999 in light of agreements deriving from discussions of the Working Group onr Allocation Criteria that
will meet in 1999" (see Annex 5-5),

6.a.75 The Delcgate of Morocco reiterated that the criteria for quota allocation shonld irclude not only the historical
catch butl also other various aspects. The Chairman mte.rrupted that what is to be discussed in the Working Grcmp is
beyond the scope of this Panel and should be addressed in the right place ie, at the Commissian Plenary since the
esiablishmeni of the Working Group is handied at the Plenary.

4.a.76 The Delegate of Canada supported the Chairman's sugpestion and stated that the propasal made by the
Chairman seems sensible in avoiding the undug prejudice on the ovtcome of the Working Group on Aflecation Criteria.

6.a.77 The Chairman suspended the discussion and suggested that the approval and adoption of this recommendation
shonld be deferred to tie Plenary.

6.b) Albacare (North)

6.b.1 The Delegate of the EC stated (hat the recommendation from. the SCRS, 1.e that of not incrcésing fishing
moriality rates, had been repeated for some years, and hence reduciion of fishing capacity might be necessary. He
submitied a draft recommendation on this matter that would limit the fishing capacity harvesting north Atlantic albacore.

6.b.2 The Delegate of Canada expressed his gencral accoptance but noted that Canada does not have a major fishery
for this stock. He also stated that the proposal niight be improved by the incorporalion of an upper limit of catch in
addition to limiting of fishing capacity, and that in this way the proposal becomes more consistent with other ICCAT
MEASUIES,

6.b.3 Thé Delegate of the United States also supported the concept of the EC proposal, bul solicited the possibility
of having an exempiion for parties catching small quantities,

6.b.4 The EC Delegate introduced a modified draft Recommendation. The majar change was in the first aperalive
parapraph where “recenl years” was specified as “ 1993 to 1995", This corresponds to the petiod in which the SCRE startad
10 express the need for (he current mangapgemeny recotumendstion,

6.b.5 The Delegate of Japan expressed his gencral view on this recommendation, He did not see any urgency since
this ig the first vear this has been put forth as a concrete proposal, He pui.nuacl put some imbalance in the text that, while
part.nes which have a directed fishery are asked to limit fishing effort, parties who do not have a dicected fishery ure asked
1o impose mare severe restrictions, namely, a strict cap on their caich, He feit that the relevant paragraphs should be
modified 10 remove this mcunsmency

6.b.6 The Delegate of Canada stated that this praposal introduced a new element for the Contracting Parties and could
not be accepted with the wording presented. In order (o reduce the burden for those parties that have small catches, some
amendment ta the text wonld be necessary,

6.b.7 The Delegate of the EC reiierated the management recommendation made by the SCRS, and justified his

proposal by referring to the Recommendations on the south Atlantic albacore stock, for wltich a TAC ‘was already sel in
1997,
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6.b.8 The Delegate of the United States supporled the opinions expressed by the Delegates of Canada and Japau, He
also believed that further clarification was required on the definitdon of “vessels” in the first operative paragraph.

6.b.9 The Dcleg';ilc of the People's Republic of China supported the views expressed by the Delegnte of Canada,

6,b, 10 With regard to what the U, 8. Delegale had stated, the Delegate of Japan emphasized that the same management
measurss should be applied to all fisheries, i.c., both conunercial a1 sperts fisheries.

6.b.11 TheDelegate of the EC introduced a further modified drafi regommendation that incorporated several concerns
expressed by the Panel members,

6.5.12 The Delegate of Japan regretfully stated that his concerns were not fully taken care of as there is still an
imbalance on measures between a directed fishery and the other fisheries,

6.b,13 The Delepate of the UK (Overseas Terrilories) raised some praciical problems in ecforcing this
recommendation for partics whose catch was very small, such as a few metric lons. He thought that {or those parties this
Recommendation should provide an cxemption,

6.h.14 The Delegate of the United States asked for clarification on the years on wlich the ayerage catch is calenlated.
He suggested that language similar to that which was developed for the Panel 1 Reconumendation be used.

6.b.15 At the iater session, the Delegate of the EC presented another revised draft recommendation reparding the
lirnitation of fishing capacity on nonthern aibacore. He explained this is the result of a compromise after taking all opinions -
inta consideration made by the varous delegations and which can be agreed upon by consensus,

6.b.16 The Delegate of the United Siates expressed his appreciation Lo the Delegate of the EC for his great cfforts to
come to this proposal, and supported it with satisfaciion.

6.5.17 The Dch:gaté of Japan seconded the 1.5, Delegate.

6.h.18 As there wag no more comment, the “Recommendation by FCCAY Concerning the Limitation of Fishing
Capacity on Northern Albncare” was approved and subinitted to the Commission for final adoption (sec Annex 5-8),

7. Rescearch
7.a) Bluefin (North)

7.a.1 The SCRS Chairman introduced general recommendations developed by the SCRS, poirting ant thai the goals
of various research activities are specified in the report of Bluefin Year Program. Among them, the degree of mixing,

spawning sitc fidelity and migration paths received high research priorities. Ha siressed a need for research coordination
and an establishment of a center for archiving data and samples.

7.8) Athacare (North)
7.b.1 The SCRS Chairman outlined the necessary research. The focus will be on a better evaluation of age and grawth,

which will allow improved catch-at-age, and 4 mueasure of environmental impacts on fong-term variabtlity in recruilment.
Begarding the latter point, he explained that the SCRS would like to extend the catch-at-age at least to 1970,

8. Date and place of next Panel meeting

8.1 The Panel agreed 1o meei at the same place and time as the nexl Commission Meeting,

9, Other matters

9.1 There were nic other matiers disenssed.
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10, Adoption of Report

10.1 The Report of Panel 2 was distribuied, but adoption was deferred, o be carried out by correspondence.
Notwithstanding, all the Recommendations agreed upon during the Panel meeting were forwarded to the Final Plenary
Session of the Cumnusslon for final approval.

11, Adjournment

11.1 The 1498 meeting of Panel 2 was adjourned.
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REPORT OF THE MEETING OF PANEL 3

1. Opening of the Meeting

1.1 The Meeting of Pancl 3 was opcocd by the Panel Chair, Dr. R Lent (United States), who welcomed all the
Delegates and Observers.

2. Adoptiva of the Agenda

2.1 The Agenda was adopted with no changes and is attached as Appendix 1 to ANNEX 10,

3. Appaointmeant of the Rapportcur
3.1 Ms. 5. McKerna {United States) was asked to serve as Rapporteur,
4. Review of Panel memhership

4.1 Panel 3 currently compzises the following members: European Commuenity, Japan, Korea, South Airica, and the
United States. Brazil, China, the Russian Federation and Namibia requested to participate as observers and were granted
permission by the Chair. The Delegate of the People’s Republic of China asked if each observer around the table necded
to identify himself, The Chair stated it was not necessary.

5. Report of the Standing Committee on Research and Statisties (SCRS)

5.a} Southern hluefin tuna

5.a.1 The SCRS Report on southern bluefin tuna was prescated by Dr, Joseph Powers, SCRS Chairman. JCCAT has
management responsibility for Atiantic and Mediterranean stocls of tuna and tuna like species, and ICCAT collects
statistical data on southern bluefin tuna in the Atlantic Ocean. However, the Commission for Ihe Conservation of Southem
Bluelin Tuna (CCSBT) has primary research respensibility for southern blnefin tuna as a stock distributed throughout the
Pacific, Indiun and Atantic Oceans. The CCSBT reported that current spawning stock favels are 25% te 31% of the 1980
level. The Atlantic catches of this speecics (about 1,400 MT in 1996) is rather small in comparison to the world—mde catch
(abaut 16,000 MT in 1996),

3.5 Sewth Avlantic albacore

3.b.1 On presenting his report on southern albacore, Dr. Powees informed the Panel that catches of south Atlantic
albacore peaked in the mid-1980s at about 40,000 MT. Catches since that lime have uctuated from about 27,000 MT
to about 36,000 MT, There was a compiehensive assessment of south Atlantic albacore conducted by 1he SCRS in 1998.
For recruits, there were no obvious trends, For spawning stock biomass, there has been a downward trend from 1985
lavels. There continues 10 be uncertainty in the assessment results, However, the SCRS reports a more pptimistic
assessment of the stock than previously reported. Management measures in effect (which were adopted in 1994 and
became effective in 1993) require that not more than 90% of 1989 through 1993 levels be harvested by nations, entities
and fishing entities actively participating in the ﬁshery In 1996, ICCAT agreed to further limit somthern albacore catches
. t022,000 MT, The SCRS recommended in 1998, as it had in ]996 limiting catches of southern albacore ta not more lh¢m
90% ot'ﬂle averapge catches (i.e about 27,400 MT) of 1989-1993,

3.b.2 Dr. Powers noted that the present regulation limiting catch to 22,000 MT is conservalive in ligli of a fair
amount of uncertainty. There were no questions for Dr. Powers at the conclusion of his preseniation.

6. Measures for the conservation of stocks
g.a) Sputhern bluefin tuna
6.a.] The Chair asked whether there were any issues to be raised relative to the management measures for Southern

Bluefin Tuna. The Observer from the Comimission for the Conservation of Sauthern Bluefin Tuna (CCSBT) called
attention to the report that he had presented to ICCAT, for reference purposes, on behalf of the CCSBT.
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6.0} South Aantic albacare

6.b.1 The Chair began the discussion af southern albacore. In 1997, a Recommendation was adopted to further clarify
and strengthen (he Recommendation of the previous year. There are twa oulstanding issues: The first is an altocation of
22,000 MT among four nations, entities and fishing cntfitics actively pariicipating in the fishery. The second is the
allowance of a by-catch of albacore equivalent 1o 4% of the weight of the bigeye catch of Japanese longliners, bigeye being
the target species. At the informal meeting in Cape Town, no final agreement was reached, bul progress was made
amongst the four nations, entities and fishing entities, and the European Community (EC).

6.1.2 The Chair brought forward the formal adoption of the report of the Cape Town meeting, which had incorporated
the chanpes added by Brazil und the E.C, Brazil thanked the Chair for her efforts. No objections werg raised and the
“Report of the Informal Multi-lsleral Consultation to Divide the 1998 Quota Allocated to Natfons Actively Fishing in the
South Atlantic™ was formally adopted, and is attached as Appendix 14 to ANNEX 10.

6.b.3 The Delegatc of the EC noied that at the meeting in South Africa, no final agreement regarding distribution
of a Total Allowable Catch (TAC) of 22,000 MT. At the end of the meeting, the four nations, entities and fishing enlities
declared the catch levels that they would implement in 1998. The EC asked [or an update on what had been done af the
national level, particularly regarding the actual catch. The Chair asked the four active participants to provide an update
on the 1998 fishing year management and rcsults.

L

6.b.4 The Delegate of Sguth Africa informed the Panel thal their reeont Marine Living Resources Act, pramulgated
on September 1, 1998, had resulted in the suspension of all past fishing rights. In reviewing and reissning fishing rights,
South Africa will only issue ana permits to a limited mumber of active participants. The Observer from Mamibin pointad
out that Namibia has introduced a TAC and has not intreased effort. The Observer from Chinese Taipei indicated that
Chinese Taipei regulates the total catch. When {he total catch reaches 80% of the catch limit stated in the "Gentlemen's
Agreement", the catch is carefully monitored. As of September, the catch was approximately 12,000 MT. The Delegate
of Brazil reported thal Brazil expected to remain within the catch limits agreed upon, as they had fished with the same
number of vessels, Tha EC thanked the four natons, entities, and fishing entilics lor their clorls and asked what the total
calch for 1998 would be.

6.b.53 The Chair estimated the sum of 28,670 MT for the Genllemen's Agresment in the Repart of the Mult-lateral
Consultation held in Cape Town. Preliminary numbers establish catch near that amount; two of the participanis arz over
the agreed upon limit and two are below it. This is duve, in part, (o the transitional nature of the fishery; some participants
are expanding their fishing and thus their catch, and there ara also natural fluctuations, South Africa presented astatement
on South Atlantic albacoere {(attached as Appendiz 15 to ANNEX 1) regarding the imprevements in the stock according
e the SCRE Report, the Cape Town inter-sessional meeting and its progress towards division of the TAC.

fr.b.G The Observer from Namibia indicated Namibia's interest in jeining ICCAT, and their hope that provisions and
specilic articles of the United Nations Agreement on Straddling Fish Stacks and Highly Migratory Fish Stocles would be
implemented by ICCAT. Such provisions might allow expansion of the fisheries in developing countrics and a
corresponding reduction of high seas caich,

5.0.7 The Delegate of Japan cormmented on the allocation of the catch and appreciated the developing coastal states'
desire to develop their fisheries. While Iapan is willing to consider other opticns, it is a matter of principle not to take
unilateral aclion in the management of higlly migratory species. Japan has made the nimast efferl for over 30 years and
has made tremendous coniributions in scientific research in the Canvention Arca. In the UN. Aprcement, other
couscrvation factors are clearly stated, not jusi the interests of coastal states, aud the agreement stresses that balance
between the developing coastal states and hisiorical fishing nations is the essential factor in the Convention Area, Due
respect should be given to Japan and other participant's fishing on the high seas,

6.b,8 The Chair thanked the Panel members for their consideration of conservation measures, and reminded tham
that allocation in a generic sense would be more appropristely addressed under Agenda ilem 7 {ICCAT responsibilities
in relation to international fishery arrangements) al the Commission Plenary session,

6.b,9 The Delegate of the EC expressed a general reservation regarding all the allocation criteria discussed during
the meeting and pointed out that an agreement reached among four countries, only twe of which are Contracudng Partics
to ICCAT, cannot, in any case, set a precedent for all ICCAT allocadons. Japan concurred with ihe EC statement, The
{Observer from Chinese-Taipei achioed the point raised by Japan with regard to the balance between high-seas fishing
nations and coastal stalgs.

4.b.10 The Delegate of the United Stales appreciated the cfforts of the participants in attempting 1o establish a TAC
and allocation of southern albacore. The United States was pleased to provide the Chair of Fanet 3 and encouraged
continned efforts, The United States hoped to see an agreement an TAC arid a division of that TAC as soon as possibie,
and noted the uncertainty about the stock status. If the stock stays healthy, every participani will be able to aveid what
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could be an undesirable situation. Although the United States is a minor player in this fishery, it would like to remain a
mpjor player in helping to achieve these goals.

6.b.11 The Chair urged the nations, entities and fishing entities to worlk together and move towards an agreement,
and Brazi and South Alrica agreed,

6.b.12. The Chair noted that Panel 3 had been mecting informally during the session and, due to an inability to agree
on hard numbers, a new approach was taken 1o establish an overatl target number and a bimonthly reporting requirement
to assure that countries would work together in remaining within the cateh limit. A drafi recommendation was proposed
on this issuc, and a number of issues were raised as, in the text, Namibia was requested to collect bi-manthly catch
information ol ather parties, entities or fishing entities which are actively fishing, Concerns were expressed by Japan and
the EC regarding the legality of having a non-coniracting Parly, entity or fishing entily 4s a collector of data for
Comracting Parties; rotational anoual data collection was discussed, and it was agreed that South Afriea woutd callect
daia for the flirst year, but that the recommendation would indicate "designated Contracting Party actively ﬁshmg" A
separate concem raised by the EC was whether volumtary reporting would work,

6.b.13 In response, the Delegate of South Africa stated that the successful implementation of this management
measure would require integrity, responsibility and cooperation by the active participams, South Africa felt that criticism
of this interim measure was nof justificd, and noted that a number of real problems had prevenicd a consensus on actual
division of the southern albacore catch limit into country quotas. South Africa expressed the hope that these problems
could be resolved during 1999. The EC reiterated its concern about control of catch.

6.0.14 Informal mestings amongst active participanis (Brazil, Chinese Taipei, South Africa and Namibia, and the
EC and Japan) yielded a new recommendation with changes suggested by and agreed to by all of these parties. South
Africa presented a statement in suppozt of the 1998 recommendation on South Allantic albacore, which is attached as
Appendix 16 to ANNEX 10, and moved for the approval of the recommendation, The “Recomnrendation by ICCAT on
Revision, Implemeniation and Sharing af the Sauthern Alhacore Catck Limit” was forwarded to the Commission for
adoption (attached as Annex 5-9). The Delegate of the United States regyetted that no individual cateh Limils had been
specified, but appreciated the cfforts made by achive participants to implement the Recommendation.

7. Research

7.1 Dr. Powers, Chairman of SCRS, recommended fisrther research neaded to validate the growth rate of Somh
Atlantic albacors to provide an improved basis for estimating ape structure of tlis stock.

7.2 The Delegate of South Afiica supported the SCRS recommendations and added two recomnicadations () active
fishing participants should increase efforts to improve catch data and ¢2) the SCRS should closely investigate sources of
uncertainty in the southemn albacore stock assessments and explore altermative assessment scenarios and sensitivity tests
with a view to improving the reliability of point cstitnates of [3clors spch as maximum sustginable yield and replacement
yield.

8. Date and place of the next Panel meeting

8.1 It was apreed that the next meeting of Panci 3 would be held at the same dme and place as the next Conumission
meeting,

2. Otiter matters

8.1 There were no other matiers discussed,
10. Adoption of the Report

10.1 The Repart of Panel 3 was adopted.

11. Adjournment
11.1 The 1998 Mceting of Pane! 3 was adjourned.
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REPORT OF THE MEETING OF PANEL 4

1. Opening

1,1 The Mesting of Panel 4 was opened by Mr. I. Nomura (JTapan), Chairman of Panel 4.

2. Adoption of the Report

2.1 The Panel revicwed and adopted the Agenda, which is atlached as Appendix T to ANNEX 10,

3. Appointment of Rapporteur

3.1 Mr. B. Rashotte (Canada) was nominaied to serve as Rapportenr far Panel 4.

4. Review of Panel Membership

4,1 Panel 4 is curreotly comprised of the foliowing 11 members: Angola, Brazil, Canada, European Communidy,
Japan, Republic of Korca, South Africa, United Kingdom (Overseas Territories), United States, Uruguay, and Venezuela,
all of which were present. The People's Republic of China, Ghana, S8ao Toms and Principe, Chinese Taipei, CARICOM,
Turkey, Mexico and Namibia attended the Panel meeting as observers,

5. Report of the Standing Committec on Research and Statistics (SCRS)
5.y} Swordfish

5.a.1 Dr. J, Powers, Chairman of the SCRS, presented a report on the north Atlantic, south Atlantic and
Mediterrancan swordfish stacks. No new Atlantic stock assessment was conducted in 1997 or 1998, A full assessment will
take place mext year (1999) with a sex-specific growth curves and ageing for the north Atlantic stock. Dr. Powers
summarized previous assessment resulis.

5.a.2 Reported Atlansic landings for 1997 were on the order of 30,000 MT {12,510 MT narih and 17,544 MT south).
The most recent assessmant suggests that rebuilding is needed and (o de this a reduction in catches would be required.

5.a.3 The north Atlantic swordfish resource has continued {6 decline despite reductions intotal reported landings from
pedk values in 1987, Recent landings have reduced surplus production and the estimate of maximum sustainable yield
is 13,000 MT. Increascs in catches of small fish in the langline fishery conld be a reflection of ingreases in recruitment.

3.a.4 The Commission has imposed country specific quolas and a minimum fish size of 123 cm LIFL, with a 15%
lolerance or, alternatively, 116 cm LIFL with no lolerance.

5.3.5 An assessment of the south Atlantic swordfish resource was carried out in 1996, The assessment results quantify
the reason for concern, The surplus production for 1996 was astimated to be about 14,600 MT. Reported landings bave
exceeded this level (17,544 MT in 1997); thus it is likely that the stock will decline fiuther. The Committee expressed
concern about the tucertainty of the stock struchire of the Atlantic swordfish.

5.2.6 The SCRS indicated serious concern with the stock status of southern Atlantic swordfish dus to the rapid
increase in catches over a short period of tme and recommended a decrease in caiches,

5.7 The status of the Mediterranean swordfish stock had been addressed in Scptomber L1998, at the Joint

ICCAT/GFCM Working Group on Stocks of Large Pelagic Fishes in (he Mediterranean. The Mediterrancan stock forms
a unique stock which is reproductively isolated from the Atlantic stock.
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5..8 The Mediterranean swordfish fishery has had average annual catches of about 15,000 MT in recent years, The
Committee is concerned about the high catches of juvenile swordfish but noics that the size distribation of the
Mediterranean stock is much different from (he north Atlantic, the fish in general being smaller, The Commitice strongly
recommends reducing the fishing pressure on juvenile fish in order to improve yield per recruit and spawning biomass
per recruil, D, Powers suggested that given the size distribution of the catches, 2 minimum size regulation may not be
the most practical way of doing this,

5.1.9 The Delegate of Canada asked if, given the uncertainty as to the biological origin of fish taken in the Straits of
Gibraltar, the Chairman of the SCRS could ¢laborate ou the magnitude of the problem and possible implications for
swordfish management in the North Atlantic.

5.a.10 Dr. Powers noted that several thousand lons were reported as being caught in the narrow straits aren and il
waould be important for management purposes to identify the biological origin of these catches reported ai or near the
boundary.,

5.a.11 The Delegate of Canada asked for SCRS advice en how this issue could be resolved. If these catches are from
the north Atlantic steck, Canada would be concernad with the sustainability of the north Atiantic stack,

5.a.12 Dr, Powers suggested this issue requires & longer discussion but thai the first step wonld be to resolve the
statistical question of determining actnal location of cateh and how to assign to one side or the other, Tn the long term,
using biological markers and genetics, one could classify calches and then assign a specific proportions of the catch to
Atlantic and Mediterranean.,

5.2.13 The Delegate of Canada noted the strang 1996 year—class in the north Atlantic, es reflecled in the new age L
Spanish CPUE in 1997, and in the high catches of small fish by Spain in 1997, It was also notad that EC-Spain had
supplied data to evaluaie the catch of small fish. However, given the benefits of allowing this vear class 1o grow lo
spawning size, Canada asked the Chairman of the SCRS to describe the implication of small Iish calches, which wete in
the order of 4% by Spain in 1997.

3,a.14 Dr, Powers stated that the benefits of reducing the harvest of small fish would be an increase in yield per recruit
as well as rebuilding the spawning stock biomass. Allowing this vear class lo grow would speed up recovery, whereas hiph
catches would delay recovery.

3.b) Bilifish

3.b.1 The Chair of the SCRS stated that this category includes blue marlin, white marlin and sailfish. Assessments
have been carried out in the past, but no assessment was made this year. Blue marlin has been assessed under two
hypatheses; a total Atlantic stock and separate north Atlantic and seuth Atlantic stocks. Althongh caiches are relatively
small in comparison to other species, there is concern with respect 1o the member af countries which have nol reported
landings for 1997, In general, for blue mardin fshing moriality is higher than if should be. A Recommendation had been
adopted in 1997 to reduce the landings by 25% of 1996 levels. A stock assessment is planned in 1999, in order to evaluale
the effects of the 25% reduction measure. With respect to white marlin (e same problems ol non-reporting of catches and
high mortality rates exist.

5.b.2 The Delepate of Japan expressed discomfort with the quality of current fishing records and Lthe outcome of the
last stock assessment Ior the twe species of rarlin, Catches huve been stable for a number of years, bul the cutlook of the
SCRS was pessimistic. Japan would like to see an improvemcnt in daia collection in both commercial and recreational
fisheries. Improvements should be made over the next iwo years,

5.b.3 The Delegale of the United States expressed disappointment that many countrics fail to report statistics, and
announced their intention to introduce a draft Recommendation,
S.cf Sailfish

5.c.1 The Chairman of the SCES noted that absolute caiches were low and MSY was 700 MT for the western stock.
and 1,400 MT for the eastern stock. :
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5.q) Atlantic bonito ond ofher specles

5.d.T Dr. Powers explained that this category encampasses more than ten species, the aggregaled cailches of which
peaked at 40,000 MT and is presently at 100,000 MT, Most of these species are found in coaslal areas and arc managed
locatly, The rale of the SCRS is to encourapg the reporting of statistics and to coltect data for use in the management of |
these spectes at national level. The SCRS has noet carried ont any assessments on these stacks.

5.d.2 The Obscrver from Turkey informed the Panel that intensive investigation an these species, particularly bonito,
was underway in his country, #and that a large amouni of information svould be presented at the next SCRS meeting,

6. Measures for the conservation of siocks
&.a) Atlantic swordfish

6.a.1 The Delegate aof the European Community stated that the EC passed ragulations last year for both north and
south stocks in accordance with ICCAT Recommendations, 'The EC has accepted catch limits and a penalty system, and
the present measures restrict the amount of swordfish EC fleets can catch, The EC Delegate stated that there was no need
tc chanpe the existing rules, but noted that these rules were very hard to accept as Jong as [ags of convenience are being
used 1o fish e resource. The EC Delegate suggested that ICCAT shonld apply rules for swordfiskt that arc similar to those
put in place for blucfin for consistency, and that they would ke putting farward a Recommendation at the PWG megting.
The Chairman agreed that the PWG would be the appropriate forum to discuss the EC suggestion,

6.a,2 The Delegate of Canada stated that when stock boundaries are uncertain, non-compliance in one stock area can
affect the recaveryand sustainability of both stocks, The Delegate stated that recent high catches in the Strait of Gibraltar
of unknown biclogical crigin and the apparent disregard for the management measures adopted in the south are of concern
because such harvest conld dircctly affect Canadian fishing interests, While understanding the positions of constal states,
Canada strongly urged afl Partics to abide by existing ICCAT measures pending further discussions, and the resolution
of more fundamental igsues which underpin this particular disagreement.

6.2:3 The Delegate of the Uniied States introduced two draft resolutions; one relating to swordfish, and the other 1o
billfish, and stated that ICCAT must recognize the interest and public concern on the conservation of swordfish. The
Resolution concerning swordfish asked the SCRS Lo revicw the exisling rules, particularly size limits, as to their
effectiveness and 10 cxamine aliernative measures to develop rebuilding options.

6.a.4 The Delcgate of Sonth Africa praised the members for their work to date on swordfish management, while
expressing his concern for these stocks. Given the rapid lacalized depletion and over-sxploitation in the south Atlantic.
he recognized the need to decreass catches to sustainable Iovels and supported effective compliance. He regretted thai
Sonth Africa was forced to Jodge an objection o the 1997 Recommendations on Comipliance. There hasbeen along history
of fishing in South African waters, primarily conducted by Asian longline fleets. South Africa is concerned with increased
catchey and vessels illegally fishing in South African waters. It is the South African position that the fishery in those
waters should be carried out by South African fishermen, There are a1 present thirty pelagic iongliners which target higeye.
vellowfin and swordfish. South Africa believes the swordfish harvested off South Africa may not be part of 1he soufh
Atlantic stock, but part of the south Indian Ocean stagk. Studies are being carricd out on this jssue, South Africa has set
a precautionary limit of 1,000 MT for 1998 in its EEZ, with comprehensive monitoring. The Delegate cxpressed his
concern about those countrics which overrun their quotas and which are not adjacent to resources having the lion's share
of the allocation, and desired a more equitable distribution. The Delegate asked for a 1,000 MT quota in the EEZ of Scuth
Africa, and hoped that the meeting of the Panel would successfilly redress the allocation imbalance. The statement by
South Africa on swordfish is attached as Appendix 17 to ANNEX 10,

6.a.5 The Delegate of the EC noted that at the 1997 Panel 4 meeting, it was stated that there may be 8 possibility of
changing the quotas in the fisture, There shonld be no changes made at present unless science suggests that snch a change
is warranted. In the event that changes are made, the shares should remain he same for {he next three years.

6.a.6 The Delegate of Brazil stated that Brazi] had a commitment to ICCAT management measures and thal up 1o
1995 their catches were within the limits. Subseguently, the small scale boats increased their efforts and the catch limit
has been exceeded. Brazil has taken steps to reduce catchics, They have introduced a spacies licence, frozen the ownber
of longline boats fisking swordfish, and improved their monitering system, Although committed to the ICCAT measures,
Brazil strongly disagrees with the allocations. Parties must conform to intemational law and take into consideration ihe
special requirements of developing coastal states. Ho statod that Brazil would put forward, along with other Parties, a
resolution concerning the establishment of a Working Group on Fishing Capacity and Caich Quota Allocation, nnder Item
7 of the Comimission Agenda.
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€.a.7 The Chair considered the issue to be a simple one, reminding delegates that the 1997 Recommendations were
in place and were hinding on Contracting Parties. Quota shares were sct up for a three vear period and the TAC may be
revised in 1999, but changes to shares could not be made without being rencpotiated. He noted the disagreement by certain
countries, but stressed that the Recommendations were in force,

6.a.8 The Delepate of Canada noted the commitment of Brazil to ICCAT conservation measures, and the manapgement

measures they had introduced. Canada asked the Brazilian delegation abuut Brazil's intention with respect 1o catch levels
in 1998,

6.8.2 The Delegate of Brazil replied that the nuunber of vessels would not increase in 1998, In addition, il is planned
to shuil effort from big vessels to small vessels fo redistribute effort. 21997 was the firsi year that Brazil had a quela and
excecded it, while other countries with a longer history of quotas are still exceeding their quota limits. Brazil hopes to
reduce the total catch next year.

6.a.10 The Delegate of Uruguay clarified their joint statement with Brazil, stressing (hat both countries wish lo comply
with ICCAT recommendations. Uruguay has not issned any new licenses to fish for swordfish in the last two years, (Sze
Appendix 4 ta ANNEX 8.)

6.a.11 The Delegate of South Africa recognized that allocations have been established for the nexl few years,
However, he noted that they did not parlicipate in past discussions, and wished 1o preseal a proposal to Panel 4 with
respect Lo an allowance,

6.a.12 The Delegate of the EC agreed with the Chair's view that alfocations have been established, and asked Brazil
what they wanted the proposed Working Group to discuss.

§.113 The Delegate of Brazil stated that the guola share allocaled to Brazil was unfair. The Werking Gronp would
re-evaluate the criteria used. He cansidered these criteria to be aut of date and not in accordance with international law.

6.4.14 The Chair stated that this was a much broader issue and may have (o be referred to Lhe Plenary session.

6.2.15 The Chair asked for comments on management issues for Mediterranean swordfish. No management measures
were proposerl

6.a.16 The Delegate of South Africa presented and explained the drafi Recommendation on the revision of the
perceniage shares of the Total Allowable Catch and the 199 calch quolas for south Atlantic swordfish. He stated that it
was ot his intention to disrupt the 1997 decisior, and was only proposing minor changes. The objective was to begin ta
address the requirements of developing coastal siates and the opportunity for further change.

G.a.17 In response 10 a question by the Delegate of Japan, it was confirmed that the difference between the existing
arrangement and the revision proposed by South Africa were changes to the respective allocations to the "Other
Contracling Parties” and "others" catepories.

6.2.18 The Delegate of Scuth Africa, in rgsponse {o a question by the Delegate of Canada, also confirmed that the
1,000 MT South African quota within the EEZ was included in the revised numbers,

6.4.19 The Chairman indicated the percentages for the two categories, "Other Contracting Parties" and "Cthers" are
now proposed to change from 5.5% to 10% and from 8% to 3,5% respectively, He understond that the proposal called for
a renepoiiation of TAC and sharing arrangement onc year carlicr tharn the existing agreement.

6.a.20) The Delegate of South Africa explained that the proposced change was an attempt to introduce flexibility by
allawing for review, and provided the option of renegatiating, if appropriate.

6.2.21 The Delegate of the EC thanked South Afvica for its submission and stated that it was clear in the 1997 Report
of Panel 4 that the 1989 TAC could be changed, but not the sharing agreemeni, He also noted that there was no menlion
of inter-annual discount of overages in the proposed drafi. He asked how shares could be increased if existing catch levels
had to be respected.

6.2.22 The Delegate of South Africa clarified that the paragraph on inter-annual discounts conid be reinstated. With
respect {0 catch levels, the proposal would allow other Contracting Parties to increase ievels within guota level.
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6.2.23 The Delegate of Canada expressed concern with paragraph 4 of the proposal, stating that it should be examined
¢losely, as it could result in a significant overrun,

6.2.24 The Chairman, following the indication that there was no desire by the Panel members to renegotiate the
agreement, closed the discussion,

6.a.25 The Observer from Chinese Taipei asked what allocation had been granted to Chinese Taipei, and whether
this allocation was valid until the yvear 2000,

6.4.26 The Chairman answered that (he allgeation for non-confracling partics, cntitics and fishing entities was 1,169.6
MT, which Chinese Taipei would shaze with others conducting swordfish fisherics in the "othors” category, and would
apply until 2000, unless there is agreement to change the negotiated allocations.

6.a.27 The Delegale of Scuth Africa expressed concern that their proposal had not besn adopted and informed the
Panel that South Africa intended to continue cxploratory fishing in 1999, Sputh Africa would undertalte to monitor clossly
ard continue research with respect to stock boundaries, and would report on these activities next year,

6.2.28 The Delegate of the United States inmtroduced a revised version of the draft Resolution for the development of
recovery scenarios for nerth and south Atlantic swordfish,

6.8,29 The Delegate of Japan suggested modifications to the wording of three of the paragraphs in the Resolulion,
including the exclusion of the proposal to ask the SCRS to evaluate foregone yield resulting from non-compliance with
the ICCAT minirmm size and quota recommendations since their adoption in 1991. He stated that the evaluation of past
mistakes is not cost effective in the face of tremendaus workload assigned ta the SCRS. (originally paragraph 5)

6.2.30 The Delegate of Canada supporied the resolution focused on recovery scenarios and supgesied that many
aspects of the work are already dene by SCRS. This 1s not Lo indicate thal work is nol well done ai present . Canada also
supports measures to decrease small fish mortality and noted that catches in some areas are unacceptably high, The
establishment of a minimum size is not (he solution, it is the first step, All Farties must implement management measure
which restrict this harvest (e.g. closures of ares, closed times, gear modifications). Canada supporled the Japanese
Delepation's suggested amendments to Paragraph 4, but believed other praposed modifications would imply an excessive
amount of work, While one cannot change the past, one can learn from it, and he considered thal the conseguences of
harvesting small fish should be demonstrated.

6.2.31 The Delegate of the EC agreed with the overall tonc of the proposal and supported it but shared the vizws of
the Delagate of Japan.

6.2.32 The Chair of the SCRS clarified that the evaluation of forgone yield was relatively easy if looking at large
categories, but it was for the Panel to decide when this shenld be done.

6.2.33 The Delegate of the United States indicated its willingness 0 wark with Panel members and resubimit the
Resaolutbion far adoption.

6.2.34 The Chairnman sunmarized the agreed amendments which would be ingorporated into the text,

6.2,35 The Delegate of the United States agreed with the Delegate of Japan that there has been nen-compliance with
swordfish management measures in the past bul nozetheless there is something 10 be learned from determining the price
of non-compliance. One has to lock at mistakes to avoid them in the future,

6.8.36 The Delegate of the EC replied that looking back on past sins is the role of the Compliance Commitiee and
considered that the warding of paragraph 5 would only be punishing countries wha are sending Task I and Task I data.

6.2.37 The Delegate of Uruguay felt that paragraph 5 was the role of the Compliance Committee and that time frames
in paragraph 2 wers inappropriste preferring the snggested alternative wording suggested by the Japanese Delegate.

6.2,38 The Delegasa of Canada stated that it wounld be useful to iie down: the time period in paragraph 2, the same as
had been dong for bluefin tuna {e.g. 20 yrs.). The Delegate’s preference was the 5, 10, 15 year pericds given the life cycle
of swordfish. Also, a rebutlding plan based on a shorl periad could be onerous on the industry as more draslic mcasutes
may be required over the short term to reach targets.
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6.8.39 The Delegate of the EC stated his understanding of the position and snggested there mnay be some inlermediate
wording, or other periods which the SCRS might consider more appropriate.

6.3.40 Both the Delegates of the United States and Japan indicated 2 compromise may be possible and asked for time
i diseuss possible wording. This was granted by the Chair,

6.a.41 Following the above discussion, the revised draft Resolution was presented and the Pane! apreed to forward
the "Resolution by ICCAT for the Development of Recovery Scenarios for North and South Atlantic Swordfish” it lothe
Commission for adoption. This Resclution is attached to the Commission Proczedings as Annex 5-17,

0.4) Biflfisk

6.h.1 The Chairman requested cammenis on the draft recommendation nn Atlantic billfish, proposed by the United
States.

6.b.2 The Delepate of UK (Overseas Territorics) supported the proposal with a minor modification in the wording.

6,03 The Delegate of the EC was concerned that given the effects of the 25% reduction measure were unknown , and
the degree of uncertainty with respect to the assessment, it may he too early to ask the SCRE to idenlify recovery SCEnArios.
It was felt that statistics should be improved first. He suggested a madification 1o the wording of the draft to reflect this.

6.b.4 The Detepate of Canada underlined his belief that the assessment would conclude that stocks were below MSY
and rebuilding advice would be required. He stressed the value of maintaining the original wording, and asked the SCRS
Chairman for ¢larification as to whether it would be advissble to develop scenarios,

6.b.5. The Chair of the SCRS stated that he did not want to prejudge the outcome of the assessmen, but it was the
responsibility of the SCRS to provide that type of advice, and was preparad to do so,

6.5.6 The Delegate of the United States recogrized that data was problematic and encouraged ceuntries to supply the
datg,

f.b.7 These clarifications did not solve the specilic problems of the Delepate of the EC who felt thai ihe
Recommendation could lead fo measures which were scientifically proundless. The EC was not ohjecting to the proposal
but suggested that the language be refined.

6.b.8 The Chair suspended discussion pending further compromise on the language being rcached.

6.0.9 At a later session, the revised draft of the “Recommendation by ICCAT Regarding Atlantic Billfishes” was
presented. This text was approved by the Panel and it was agreed ta forward this Recommendation to the Commission for
adoption (atlached 1o the Commission Proceedings as Annex S-10).

6.5.10 The Delegate of the United States thanked the Chair and the Panel members and informed members of those
measures taken to date to meet the Comumission’s 1997 recommendation to reduce landings by 25% of 1996 levels, The
United States has increased the minimum size to about 230 cm for blue mardin and 168 cm for white marlin and has
introduced mandatory reporting on recreational figh tournaments. Additional measures will be introduced. The 1.8,
commercial fleet is required to release both live and dead marlin. The sale of Atlantic marlin is prohibiled in the United
States.

§.b.11 The Delegate of Japan stated its intentions of taking measures with respect to billfish and reducing its landings
by 23% of the 1996 levels,
T. Research

7.1 The Chrirman of the SCRS advised the Panel that the SCRS Report putlined the relevant activities for the coming
year.

7.2 With respect to swordfish two inter-sessional meetings will be held; one in (he spring to get CPUE eic, for south
Atlantic swordfish, and one in the fall before the SCRS meeting to do assessment. Wark could also be done on clarifying,
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criteria for defining catches in the Strait of Gibraliar so as to be able to assign to either north Atlantic or Mediterranean
stocks,

7.3 The blue marlin assessment will be delayed for g vear and the issue of non-reporting of data will be addressed.

Alternarive assessment methodoiogies will be examined.

8. Dafe and place of next Pancl meeting

8.1 It was agrced that the next meeting of Panel 4 would be Beld a1 the same tme and place as the nexi Commission
meeting,

9, Ot_her matters

2.1 There were no other matiers discussed

10. Adoption of the Report

10.1 The Report of Panel 4 was adapted.

11. Adjournment

11,1 Thel998 Meeting of Panel 4 was adjourned,
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Appendix 1 to ANNEX 10

AGENDA FOR PANELS 1 TO 4

Panel 1 (Tropical Tunas)
Panel 2 (Temperate Tunas-North)
Panel 3 (Temperate Tunas-South)

Panel 4 (Other Species)

1. Opening

2. Adoption of Agenda

3. Appointment of Rapporteur

4. Review of Panel membership

5. Report of the Standing Committee on Research and Statistics (SCRS)
6. Measures for the conservation of stocks:

Panel 1 Panel 2 Panel 3 Panel 4

a) Yellowfin a) Bluefin (North) a) Southern bluefin a) Atlantic bonito
b) Skipjack b) Albacore (North) b) Albacore (South) b) Swordfish

c) Bigeye ¢) Billfishes

d) Other species

7. Research

8. Date and place of next Panel meeting
9. Other matters

10. Adoption of Report

11. Adjournment

Appendix 2 to ANNEX 10

STATEMENT BY RUSSIA
ON THE AGREEMENT OF EC BOAT OWNERS
REGARDING TROPICAL TUNAS
(Attached to Report of Panel 1)

In view of the rather complicated situation regarding the status of stocks of bigeye and yellowfin tunas in the Atlantic
Ocean caused by a significant harvesting of juveniles in purse seine fisheries where various fish aggregating devices (FADS)
are used, and taking into account the ICCAT Resolution to reduce catches of bigeye tuna in the Atlantic adopted at its
Fifteenth Regular Meeting, the Russian delegation believes it reasonable to express their support of the arrangement among
EC tuna fishery shipowners to abstain from fishing for tuna under drifting objects during three months in specific areas.

On the other hand, Russian purse seine tuna fishing vessels remain among those which continue to conduct this kind
of fishing since the FAD method remains virtually the only type of fishery available to them on the high seas in the Atlantic.
At present the Russian purse seine tuna fleet consists of seven standard vessels of 55 meters in length having cold storage
capacity of 360 m2. These vessels are equipped with some inefficient devices for searching for aggregations of tunas (by
concentrations of birds); the slow speed of these vessels reduces most drastically their ability to fish for free-swimming
schools of yellowfin and skipjack on the high seas. That is why refusal to employ the FAD method even for a short period
of time would entail losses so heavy for the Russian shipowners that would question the very feasibility of tuna fishing in
general.

Since the cost-efficiency of operations of the Russian vessels on the high seas in the Atlantic Ocean fully depends on
the use of FADs at present, Russian operators are unable to abandon this technique of fishing.
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Nevertheless, understanding the correct and timely nature of the initiatives, as adopted, we shall seek to find ways to
resolve this complicated problem..

Appendix 3 to ANNEX 10

STATEMENT BY THE OBSERVER FROM CHINESE TAIPEI
CONCERNING THE CONSERVATION AND MANAGEMENT
MEASURES ON ATLANTIC BIGEYE TUNA STOCKS
(Attached to Report of Panel 1)

Mr. Chairman,

As far as the Atlantic bigeye tuna resources is concerned, a general feeling on the floor seems that certain kinds of
management measures shall be adopted in order to sustain this resources, and one way to do this is to limit the number of
vessels targeting on bigeye tuna in this region.

In view of the ever-increasing fishing capacity targeting on bigeye tuna in this region, it is reasonable to consider a
limitation on the number of fishing vessels.

On these grounds, we favor this conservation and management measure.

Mr. Chairman, having said that, I would like to remind you that a resolution adopted at the 1997 Commission Meeting
already established a catch limit on us, only applied to us, at 16,500 MT for 1998. Although we did not have the full
opportunity to participate in the decision-making process last year while this particular resolution was deliberated and
adopted, my Fisheries Authority already issued an executive order to request our fishing sector concerned to comply with
this resolution.

Mr. Chairman, under these circumstances, | would like to remind you, once again, that we don’t think a dual limitation
imposed on us is fair, if a limitation on the number of vessels is to be adopted while the catch limit is still valid and applied
to us. Accordingly, we like to suggest that only catch limit be applied to us since we think that this type of conservation and
management measure is efficient in this nature in terms of fisheries operation and pragmatic and effective in terms of
administrative control.

Furthermore, | would like to elaborate and share with you on the regulatory measures imposed in 1998 on our bigeye
tuna fishery to comply with the ICCAT resolution made at the 1997 Commission Meeting:

-- Acatch limit of 16,500 MT for bigeye tuna in 1998 was announced by my Fisheries Authority based onthe ICCAT
resolution. A total number of 125 longliners was granted with fishing permits to conduct this fishery in the Atlantic
with a quota of 120 MT per vessel and a floating quota of 1,500 MT for other fishing vessels as by—catch. Vessels
with fishing permits were allowed to adjust their quota allocation among themselves.

-- Inorder to monitor and control the total catch limit and to avoid possible over-catch, boat owners of those vessels
fishing for bigeye tuna in the Atlantic were required to provide catch reports on a monthly basis before 80% of total
catch limit was reached. Afterwards, all vessels were required to report their catch volume every 10 days through
fax. When 90% of the total catch limit was reached, daily reporting was required until the total catch limit was
reached.

-- When the total catch limit was reached, vessels would be ordered to refrain from fishing on this species.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman, for your attention to this situation for us as well as our efforts in complying with ICCAT
recommendation.

Appendix 4 to ANNEX 10
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STATEMENT BY THE OBSERVER FROM MEXICO
ON FISH AGGREGATING DEVICES (FADs)
(Attached to Report of Panel 1)

Considering our current status as Collaborating Party at the XI Special Meeting of the Commission;

Bearing in mind the information generated and presented in this and other international fora;

Recognizing that the precautionary approach is a necessary tool which should always be used in cases of doubt;
Recalling that ICCAT has recently taken the initial steps;

Appreciating the conservation efforts which have been voluntarily taken by some Commission Contracting Parties,
Mexico would like to make the following statement to the ICCAT members:

The result of the tropical tuna fishery (yellowfin and bigeye) with Fish Aggregating Devices (FADs) contravenes
ICCAT measures on minimum size and the maximum proportion of juvenile catches permitted. However, there does not
appear to have been sufficient effective action taken by ICCAT Contracting Parties, independent of the level of compliance
with the agreed measures.

Unfortunately, the effects of the three month moratorium, established by the fleets of the European Union in 1997-1998
on the use of FADs in the Atlantic Ocean are unknown, and on the other hand, it is recognized that there are significant
catches of tropical tunas being taken which do not comply with the agreed prohibition.

For this reason, Mexico respectfully recommends that ICCAT members urgently adopt measures which move towards
the prohibition of fishing with FADs.

Appendix 5 to ANNEX 6

STATEMENT BY THE UNITED STATES
TO PANEL 1
(Attached to Report of Panel 1)

Mr. Chairman,

Atameeting of Panel 2, our colleagues from Japan objected to our suggestion to differentiate between commercial and
recreational vessels fishing for northern albacore. We philosophically agree with their position that all fishing sectors should
be treated fairly. Fishing mortality results from both commercial and recreational fisheries, and prudent management of a
stock requires knowledge of all fishing mortality. But let us be clear, while we differentiate, we do not discriminate. In the
United States we use one set of management tools to manage our commercial fisheries, and a second set of tools to manage
our recreational fisheries.

In the United States we undertake great effort and expense to estimate our recreational catches of Atlantic tunas and
tuna-like fishes. We report to the SCRS these recreational catches, and they are combined with our commercial landings
to produce the total U.S. landings. We are dismayed that few other Contracting Parties and recreational fisheries report their
recreational catches. We understand the logistical and financial challenges associated with estimating recreational catches,
but failure to report recreational catches disadvantages those parties who do. We strongly encourage all Contracting Parties
to report their recreational catch statistics to the SCRS.

We currently issue approximately 10,000 permits to recreational vessels that fish for Atlantic tunas. The primary species
available to these anglers are yellowfin and bluefin tuna, although bigeye tuna, albacore, and other tunas and tuna-like
species are represented in the catches. The numerous vessels comprising the recreational fleet range in size form small
outboard skiffs less than 6 meters in length, to head and charter boats greater than 40 m LOA on which individual
passengers who do not own a vessel pay for the daily opportunity to fish for Atlantic tunas.
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In the United States we manage the recreational fisheries of tunas and tuna-like fishes by using licenses, bag limits,
time-area closures, closed seasons and no-sale provisions. Given the above management measures, introducing a limited
access system for this fishery is neither necessary nor acceptable.

We currently have a limited access system for our purse seine fleet and have proposed a limited entry system for our
commercial longline fleet. The effect of this system, when implemented, will be a reduction from greater than 1,000
permitted vessels to under 300.

In light of the difficulties presented above and the conservation measures already in place, we believe a catch of 2,000
MT threshold is a more appropriate threshold for the Recommendation by the Commission on the bigeye tuna conservation
measure for fishing vessels larger than 24 meters LOA. We also feel it is appropriate to identify the types of vessels —
longline, purse seine, and baitboat — to which the registration system would apply.

Thank you.
Appendix 6 to ANNEX 10
STATEMENT BY CANADA
ON BLUEFIN TUNA
(Attached to Report of Panel 2)
Mr. Chairman,

First, Canada would like to thank the SCRS for the work that they have done this year in assessing the bluefin stocks.
We understand that the deliberations of the stock assessment group were long and difficult, but our scientists were able to
successfully complete and adopt their report. It is noteworthy that this was a consensus report that involved 46 scientists
from 10 countries representing industry, environmental groups and governments. In light of this consensus, | believe that
we must avoid substituting our judgement about the basic assumptions of the report and its conclusions. Second-guessing
the SCRS report and offering alternate, or selective interpretations, is inappropriate.

During the bluefin assessments there was much discussion on application of the models and the data to be used. The
report clearly states that there is uncertainty associated with both the input data and the assumptions in the analyses. It is
the job of our scientists to give their best estimate of the stock status, and to make it very clear to us, as managers, what the
uncertainties are. It is then up to us, as managers, to decide how much risk we are willing to take, or how “precautionary”
we wish to be.

In the western Atlantic, stock rebuilding must be a priority for the Commission and member Parties. We have fished
under reduced quotas for almost 15 years and there has not been an improvement in the spawning stock biomass. At the
current historically low level of biomass, estimated at 14-17% of 1995 levels, the stock is very vulnerable and any change
in environmental conditions could have a serious effect on the stock.

Last year, the Commission requested the SCRS to develop recovery options aimed at providing the Commission with
information needed to “consider, develop, and improve long-term stock rebuilding plans in 1998". In its report, the SCRS
provided a wide range in the estimates of MSY and made important assumptions about future recruitment, which have far-
reaching implications. One model assumes that recruitment increases with spawning stock biomass and estimates an MSY
level of 7,700 MT. This model projects that this high level of MSY is likely difficult for the stock to achieve over 20 years,
even in the absence of catch. An alternative model assumes that recruitment does not increase with spawning stock biomass,
and MSY is estimated to be only 2,800 MT, a level of production that is only marginally above the current harvest levels.
This model projects that catches need not be reduced, if the goal is to reach this lower level of production over 20 years.
As we review this seemingly contradictory advice, we should focus on what we need to do if we are to achieve the 1975
level of spawning stock biomass which has been used as a proxy for MSY in past assessments. To achieve this objective,
catches would need to be reduced substantially for both projection scenarios.

The bottom line of the recent assessment, taking into account all the uncertainty and the debate over which model to
use, is that the SCRS cannot be positive that current (1997) catches are or are not sustainable in the long-term. The SCRS
advises that “if existing levels of catch are maintained, it is unlikely that the status of the stock will change measurably in
the short term.” If the Commission is satisfied with production at the current level, then it would be adequate to accept the
status quo level of catch.
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On the other hand, if we are serious about rebuilding, we must do two things: first, catches in the west must be reduced,
and second, we must also fish more responsibly in the east Atlantic. This latter is a prerequisite for those of us who fish in
the west Atlantic given the information from past studies and compelling new information from recent high-tech tagging
studies. It is important to note that some of these tags popped up in the “central” Atlantic area on the east side of the 45
degree line, raising questions about the location of this boundary. We therefore continue to be concerned that harvests in
the east Atlantic may negate the effectiveness of stock rebuilding plans in the west Atlantic.

In the east Atlantic, the assessment indicates there has been a significant decline since 1993 in number and biomass
of older fish (i.e spawning stock). This corresponds with an increase in fishing mortality rates. Fishing mortality rates for
all ages are estimated to have increased during the 1970-1997 period, particularly in the most recent years for the older ages.
The SCRS expressed concern about the status of the east Atlantic stock in light of the assessment results and the historically
high catches (in excess of 40,000 MT) taken in 1996 and 1997. The projections indicate that future catch levels of 33,000
MT, or more, are not sustainable. Catches of 25,000 MT or less would halt the decline of biomass. It should be noted that
even these results may be optimistic since they assume that future recruitment continues at the average level observed since
1981.

We must also remember that in 1996 we adopted the resolution that included a commitment for those countries fishing
the eastern stock to consider and develop a long-term rebuilding plan for this stock in 1998.

Given the large increase in catches, combined with the results of the present analyses, the SCRS considers that a 35%
reduction in catches from the 1993 or 1994 levels (i.e. to about 25,000 MT) would be necessary to prevent further decline
of the stock. Canada endorses this conclusion and supports the need for the difficult, but necessary reduction in catch.

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, | wish to emphasize that if we want to rebuild the west Atlantic stock, and have a
reasonable probability of being successful, then we must reduce our catches. It is Canada’s view that the scientific advice
directs us to adopt a quota for the west Atlantic of 2,000 MT or less. Moreover, we are mindful of the SCRS advice that,
“the condition of the east Atlantic stock and fishery could adversely affect recovery in the west Atlantic because of mixing
between the two stocks”. Accordingly, in the east Atlantic and Mediterranean, the catch level must be reduced to around
the 25,000 MT level.

Appendix 7 to ANNEX 10

STATEMENT BY THE OBSERVER FROM MEXICO
REQUESTING A QUOTA FOR BLUEFIN TUNA
(Attached to Report of Panel 2)

In the Gulf of Mexico there is a Mexican fishery that catches bluefin tuna by longline. This fishery is directed at
yellowfin, but catches bluefin tuna incidentally. This fishery is totally regulated as Mexico as clearly expressed by Mexico
in its statement presented at the 1997 ICCAT meeting, where the following regulations are pointed out:

— limit on the number of vessels

— limit on vessel capacity

— limit on fishing effort in number of hooks

— 100% observer coverage on the fishing trips

Mexico has reported its catches of all tuna species in the Gulf of Mexico that are regulated by ICCAT, since its
creation. The reported data on bluefin tuna should that the highest catches reported in the 1980s were attained in 1985, with
more than 1,600 MT landed. These catches declined later such as is shown in the ICCAT reports. Since 1995, the fishery
has recovered to similar catch levels with more than 1,500 MT caught.

On the other hand, it should be noted that as regards the composition of the catches, information from sampling of the
landings reported by Mexican scientists in 1985 SCRS documents show that the Mexican catch is comprised of 90%
yellowfin, with bluefin tuna being the second species in importance.

Bluefin by-catches vary depending on the total catch, the corresponding year, the fishing season, the area of bluefin
concentration and the state of the yellowfin and bluefin tuna stocks.
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Mr. Chairman, this fishery is very different to that which existed in the Gulf of Mexico area from 1956 to 1980, which
was directed at bluefin tuna. This longline fishery caught more than 90,000 yellowfin tuna in 1964 and the average weight
was 40 kg, and bluefin, billfishes and other species were also caught. In 1975 and 1976, the bluefin tuna catches reached
more than 40,000 fish, with an average weight of 250 kg. These data, Mr. Chairman, are found in various SCRS documents,
particularly those presented to the 1979 SCRS and which were published in the “Collective Volume of Scientific Papers”.

As you will realize, Mr. Chairman, the current Mexican fishery is based on a policy that is consistent with the
conservation and rebuilding plans for the Atlantic tuna stocks.

This gives us the structure, Mr. Chairman, as a Cooperating Party to request a bluefin quota of 120 MT for the Mexican
fleet. We recognize that the status of bluefin is far from its level of sustainability, however, we consider to fair that a country
that has been responsibly monitoring this fishery since 1991, that has the pertinent regulatory provisions in place according
to those adopted by the Commission, and that within its jurisdictional waters there is an important spawning ground of this
species that has been protected, deserves approval by this Commission.

It is our opinion that ICCAT should work under the broadest principle of international cooperation and that the
agreement to allow the legitimate participation of a coastal State, whose request is rational and consistent with its history,
would encourage the contracting parties to accept this request.

Appendix 8 to ANNEX 10

STATEMENT BY THE OBSERVER FROM ICELAND
ON BLUEFIN TUNA
(Attached to Report of Panel 2)

Iceland takes note of the intention of Contracting Parties of ICCAT to limit the bluefin tuna catch of the member states
and certain non-contracting parties to 32,000 MT and to allocate the quota between them according to an allocation key.

In this context I would like to refer to Iceland's opening statement where Iceland expressed its willingness to cooperate
with ICCAT.

This Recommendation we are discussing is not comprehensive as it does not cover the situation of coastal states that
do have bluefin tuna in significant quantities inside their Exclusive Economic Zone.

The Recommendation will of course not be binding on Iceland. However, Iceland is still willing to discuss any

possibility of cooperation with ICCAT, including participation as a member or cooperating party where Iceland's rights are
duly taken into account.
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Appendix 9 to ANNEX 10

STATEMENT BY THE UNITED STATES
ON THE RECOMMENDATION CONCERNING THE REBUILDING
PROGRAM FOR WESTERN ATLANTIC BLUEFIN TUNA
(Attached to Report of Panel 2)

The three countries actively fishing for bluefin tuna in the Western Atlantic have worked together this past week to
develop a rebuilding plan for western Atlantic bluefin tuna. We are pleased to announce that after challenging discussions,
we reached an agreement that moves us toward the goal of the Convention. This is a significant action. It is the first
comprehensive long term rebuilding plan for bluefin tuna ever developed at ICCAT, and reflects ICCAT's goal of
maintaining populations at levels that would produce maximum sustainable catch. This 20year rebuilding plan was
developed in response to the latest stock assessment for western Atlantic bluefin tuna, and includes milestones to measure
the progress over the rebuilding period. A significant aspect of this plan is that it allows flexibility based on future scientific
advice from SCRS, go that the rebuilding plan may be modified to reflect updates in stock status.

Western Atlantic bluefin tuna are over-fished The current spawning stock biomass is about 15% of the biomass
observed, in 1970. ICCAT has recognized the need to rebuild this stock to the level that would support the maximum
sustainable catch and has sought scientific information from SCRS to assist in this endeavor. While the scientific assessment
is uncertain, it is the best information available and it provides a basis on which to manage the fishing mortality on this
stock. It is time to initiate a rebuilding program.

This recommendation:

-- Establishes a 20-year rebuilding program beginning in 1999;

- Sets an annual total allowable catch including all dead discards of 2500 MT;

-- Establishes interim milestones to determine the success of the rebuilding program based on biannual stock
assessments;

-- Honors the, historical sharing arrangement for distribution of the TAC among the United States, Canada, Japan,
U.K. Dependent Territory of Bermuda, and now provides a share for Saint Pierre et Miquelon.

-- Starting in 1999, it allows unused quota or overage from the previous year to be added or subtracted, as
appropriate, to the current year's catch that can be retained.

--  Requires monitoring and reporting of all sources of fishing mortality, including dead discards;

- Provides incentives to minimize dead discards;

- Require reevaluation of the rebuilding program if scientific evidence results in a change in stock structure or
mixing conclusions;

--  Maintains minimum size limit restrictions, prohibition on transfer of fishing effort between the western and eastern
Atlantic, and adherence to the 1996 Compliance recommendations.

I would like to make a few statements about specific elements in the recommendation. First, paragraph (13) provides
that all Contracting Parties, non-contracting parties, entities and fishing entities shall provide the best available data for the
assessment of the stock by SCRS, including information on the catches over the broadest range of age classes possible,
consistent with minimum size restrictions. This provision in the recommendation emphasizes that providing data for the
assessment of the stock is very important. For example, we have good long-term abundance indices for large fish that
include, among others, the Canadian tended line fishery, US large fish rod and reel fishery, larval survey data from the Gulf
of Mexico; an index from the Japanese longline fishery that represents a broader range of sizes; and the only significant
source of scientific monitoring information (CPUE and biological samples) on the smaller age classes of bluefin tuna,
notably the U.S. Angling category fishery.

Next, | would like to make a few comments about the existing 8% tolerance that may be granted to capture western
Atlantic bluefin tuna either weighing less than 30 kg, or in the alternative having a fork length less than 115 cm. You will
note that paragraph 13 modifies the existing recommendation to allow for balancing the 8% limit over each
four-consecutive-year period. This will allow the United States to balance the 8% in the recreational fishery in a similar
manner to the overall carry-over provisions. This increases management flexibility and should allow for a fixed recreational
season with low bag limits. Since this allocation is very small, slightly over 100 MT, flexibility to reduce or increase catch
over a several year period allows for stability in the fishery without adversely impacting long-term monitoring of CPUE
for newly recruited fish The United States implemented the 1991 ICCAT recommendation establishing the 8% tolerance
in 1992 and limited the, catch of bluefin less than 30 kg by specifying an allocation for bluefin between 6.4 kg and 30 kg
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(the US allows no catch of fish less than 6.4 kg). To monitor the catch, the United States also implemented an improved
data collection system to allow for within-season monitoring of catches by this sector. Subsequently, the United States
further reduced bag limits from four fish per angler to two fish per angler in 1992 and even further in following years. In
fact, the per angler limit was changed to one bluefin of ibis size for part of the 1996 season and then was changed to vessel
limits, to as low as | fish per vessel, for the rest of 1996 and in 1997 and 1998, in a continuous effort to stay within the
allocation. In addition, the fishery season for this size bluefin has been closed to anglers every year as data indicated the
quota was being reached. The United States has reduced bag limits in- season in an attempt to extend the season and to
provide a basis for collecting very important CPUE data on these fish over as wide a geographic area and time period as
possible for the small fish index applied in the SCRS assessment.

The same paragraph that contains the current limitation on the 8% tolerance also continues to specify that there be no
"economic gain to the fishermen from" fish weighing less than 30 kg. At this Commission meeting, during informal
discussions of the management of western Atlantic bluefin tuna, we have received several questions about the meaning of
this phrase. To clarify, this limitation was adopted in 1991 with the 8% provision discussed above. The Recommendation
states that " Contracting Parties ... institute measures to deny economic gain to the fishermen from such fish." The key
phrase in that provision is "to the fishermen.” When the, agreement was made, the concern was over individual recreational
fishermen in the United States selling their catch and therefore increasing the incentive to catch more bluefin and possibly
bypass the reporting process. There was recognition of the extensive charter and head boat fishing industry in the United
States and understanding that the 1991 Recommendation would allow that fishery to continue consistent with the bag limits,
quotas, and no- sale provision. Again the "economic gain" provision applies to sale of fish by fishermen and was, as we
understood this, no% intended to impact the charter or head boat industry, which takes recreational fishermen out on a for-
hire basis. The bluefin caught in this fishery are not allowed to be sold = there is no economic gain to fishermen, even
though the owners and operators benefit economically from providing recreational opportunities

I would like to address one final point. The United States is considering shifting from a calendar year to a fishing year
for bluefin tuna, similar to arrangements in Japan. Our fishing year would be June through May. Consistent with paragraph
6, 'we intend to carryover approximately 20 MT of unused 1998 quota for the "transition period"” from a calendar year to
a fishing year. The only landings we would have January through May would be incidental longline harvest plus the North
Carolina winter recreational fishery. Our new 1999 fishing year would begin June 1.

In sum, the United States firmly believes that a definitive rebuilding program that achieves ICCAT's objectives for
maximum sustainable catch is absolutely essential to the effective management of bluefin tuna. This recommendation is
intended to accomplish that while allowing for adjustments to the program as new scientific information becomes available.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Appendix 10 to ANNEX 10

STATEMENT BY THE UNITED STATES
CONCERNING THE REBUILDING PLANS FOR
EASTERN ATLANTIC BLUEFIN TUNA
(Attached to Report of Panel 2)

Mr. Chairman and Fellow Delegates:

In have delayed my departure for the express purpose of addressing this most important issue. Following this morning's
session, | must return to Washington to report on our progress. | regret to say that it is impossible to hide the United States'
frustration over the lack of demonstrable progress on this issue. We have yet to receive aresponse to our question asking
if we can expect to receive a rebuilding plan, as required by ICCAT, for eastern Atlantic bluefin tuna. | must also comment
on compliance, because compliance and rebuilding are inextricably linked. The facts are well known, Mr. Chairman.

1 Under the 1994 ICCAT recommendation, landings by Contracting Parties in 1995, 1996, and 1997 should not
exceed the cap, which is set at the higher of the 1993 or 1994 level of reported catch.

2 The 1998 SCRS Report shows that several Contracting parties exceeded this cap in 1997:

Italy - 39% (2,666 MT)
France - 45% over their specific quota (2,630 MT)
Spain - 13% ( 951 MT)
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Greece - 49% (176 MT)

Portugal -  12% (81 MT)
The total EC overage in 1997 was 6,506 MT.

Morocco exceeded the cap by 44% (791 MT).

| also note that there were significant overages in 1995 and 1996 as well. You can only imagine how frustrating this
is for our fishermen, when these overages total nearly three times the entire TAC for the western Atlantic. But this is
particularly egregious when viewed in light of tagging studies that show that these fisheries are interdependent. In fact, the
SCRS has noted that management practices in the East could adversely affect the recovery of the western Atlantic stock.

3

Further, in 1996, ICCAT agreed to the Compliance Recommendation, which requires that overages for 1996 be
reported and explained, and than any overages in 1997 be deducted from the 1998 quota.

Therefore, the position of the U.S. and others should be clear:

--All harvests in 1997 exceeding the 1995 cap are over-harvests.
-- 1998 catches should have been reduced to account for 100% of these over-harvests. Therefore, we expect full
reduction to occur by 1999.

Also, the 1994 Recommendation calls for a reduction in harvests of bluefin tuna by 25% from the 1995 levels by
the end of 1998. However, this year's SCRS Report indicates that this reduction, given recent revisions to the base
year data, will not be sufficient to ensure a 25,000 MT total catch.

As | said in my opening statement, the United States takes it international obligations seriously. Our fishermen
have accepted severe restrictions over the years and, rightfully, they expect no less from the fishermen of other
nations that harvest their shared resources. The issue of compliance, including the requirement for a rebuilding
plan, continues to be the true test of this organization. Its credibility and viability hang in the balance. Contracting
Parties, Entities and Fishing Entities must be accountable for their actions. Therefore, the United States expects
a rebuilding plan for eastern Atlantic bluefin tuna that will reduce catches to 25,000 NIT by 1999, including
catches by all harvesting countries/entities/fishing entities.

Appendix 11 to ANNEX 10

STATEMENT BY THE EUROPEAN COMMUNITY
REGARDING BLUEFIN TUNA
(Attached to Report of Panel 2)

The Community has always defended the stable management of tuna resources. We wish this objective to be shared
by all. In this regard, multilateral actions based on consensus are the best means of attaining this objective.

ICCAT has always followed this path. The decisions taken by ICCAT should guarantee a reasonable balance between
the conservation of resources and the legitimate interests of fishermen.

On the basis of these principles, fixing a TAC for bluefin tuna should take the following factors into account:

1

2

3

scientific recommendations should be regarded in terms of their degree of uncertainty;
the acceptability to fishermen of limitation measures, which is fundamental to achieve control;

the socio-economic importance of fishing activities to certain communities which are highly dependent on their
fisheries.

On the basis of these points, the European Community considers that a TAC of 33,000 MT for 1999 represents a good
balance between regard for conservation and socio-economic imperatives.

The concerns of the Contracting Parties vary according to species and area.
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It can also be frustrating when there is refusal to taken the position of Contracting Parties which have a direct and real
interest in this fishery into account, while others have an interest in this fishery which is far from demonstrable.

Nobody has a monopoly on stringency. In this regard the responsible attitude of the European Union in matters relating
to management of the resource has been amply demonstrated. Furthermore, no solution can be found on this issue without
taking the legitimate concerns of the European Community into account.

Itis up to us, as being responsible for the fishery sector, to find a just balance between resource conservation -to which
we are all committed- and keeping our fishing industry economically viable.

Let us not take extreme positions.

This is why we will deal with all the other items on the Agenda of this ICCAT meeting in the light of responses to our
concerns over bluefin tuna

The Community hopes that the spirit of cooperation and consensus will prevail and allow us to arrive at equitable and
realistic solutions.

Appendix 12 to ANNEX 10

STATEMENT BY MOROCCO
CONCERNING HISTORICAL RIGHTS
(Attached to Report of Panel 2)

Morocco, among other developing coastal states, has concluded cooperative fishing agreements with third countries.

Within the framework of these agreements, some vessels flying foreign flags have been exceptionally authorized to
operate in the Moroccan EEZ, through the granting of fishing licenses that are renewed periodically.

I refer to the National Report of Morocco, submitted this year to the SCRS, to indicate that, among the vessels cited
above, those authorized by the Moroccan Administration to fish tunas in the Moroccan EEZ and caught there, in 1997, 807
MT of bluefin tuna, 1,143 MT of swordfish and other tuna species.

Currently our fisheries have attained a certain degree of maturity and organization. The Moroccan policy in matters
of cooperation in the area of fisheries has been totally renewed. The granting of fishing licenses is no longer a corollary of
cooperation agreements for Morocco..

In general, and this is applied to sedentary resources as well as migratory resources, the granting of fishing permits to
other countries offers Morocco, a coastal country, the opportunity to develop the basis for a durable development of its
fisheries, so that this activity contributes to reaching the socio-economic objectives of the country.

To this effect, Morocco requests that the methods of calculating the keys for allocating the fishing rights based on
historical catches be reviewed in light of this situation. And, in particular:

1) That the allocations of quotas after the current cooperation agreements take into account the total catches
made with Moroccan licenses in the Moroccan EEZ;

2) That the concept of national fishing capacity for Morocco be defined again based on the total number of
licenses granted by the Moroccan Administration independently of the flag of the vessels.

Appendix 13 to ANNEX 10

JOINT STATEMENT BY MOROCCO, LIBYA, AND TURKEY
CONCERNING QUOTA ALLOCATION
(Attached to Report of Panel 2)
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REAFFIRMING their commitment to give full implementation to the current ICCAT regulatory measures;

BEING extremely preoccupied by the current state of the eastern Atlantic bluefin tuna stock;

RECALLING the need to take the appropriate measures for the establishment of the Atlantic bluefin tuna stock;
SUPPORTING the principle of setting a Total Allowable Catch, as presented in paragraph 1 of the above document;
DEEMING IT NECESSARY that broad consultations be made to reach an agreement on the quota allocation scheme;

In order to reach agreement on their relative shares in the 32,000 MT, TAC of 1999, and the 29,500 MT, TAC of 2000,
the above Contracting Parties and non-contracting party propose that an inter-sessional meeting involving Contracting
Parties and non-contracting parties, entities or fishing entities with a direct interest in the fishery of eastern Atlantic bluefin
tuna, to be held at the beginning of 1999.

Appendix 14 to ANNEX 10

REPORT OF THE INFORMAL MULTI-LATERAL
CONSULTATION ON SOUTHERN ALBACORE
(Cape Town, South Africa - April 23-24, 1998)

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The 1997 recommendation of the International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas (ICCAT) called
for the countries, entities, or fishing entities “actively fishing” (catches greater than 1,000 MT) for albacore in the South
Atlantic to negotiate a sharing arrangement for 22,000 mt of the catch. The informal consultation was held April 23-24 in
Cape Town, South Africa. Participating countries, entities and fishing entities included Brazil, Chinese-Taipei, Namibia
and South Africa. The European Community also participated, as the sum of catches of South Atlantic albacore of the
individual EC countries exceeds 1,000 MT. However, the EC did not request a share of the 22,000 mt allocation but rather
indicated that the limit of 110% would apply to these EC countries.

The meeting was chaired by Dr. Rebecca Lent, chair of ICCAT’s Panel 3. Each country/entity/fishing entity had
provided a report on their southern albacore fishery, which was circulated in advance of the meeting. Following the opening
of the meeting and presentation of the individual reports, the first day’s discussion included a very frank and useful
discussion of criteria to be used in determining a sharing arrangement for southern albacore, which was deemed by the
participants to be a very important starting point for the negotiations. These criteria included adherence to conservation,
historical catch, needs of developing countries and/or developing fishery sectors, sovereign rights of coastal states, share
of resource range relative to EEZ, and dependence on southern albacore vis-a-vis other fishery resources. There was an
initial attempt to quantify these figures, and these served as a background for discussion.

The negotiations were conducted both in plenary and in smaller sessions with just the chair and the heads of
delegations. As the negotiations became more difficult, it was decided that the focus would be on 1998 rather than a long-
term sharing arrangement. Despite encouraging developments and a near-agreement between three participants, no final
sharing agreement was reached. There was a closing discussion on what quotas would be used for 1998; these quotas are
reported in the proceedings of the meetings. There was great concern for the resource, as the total of these catches exceeds
replacement yield. The Chair asked that all countries/entities/fishing entities provide her with a copy of their regulations
for 1998 that would implement these catch caps, and indicated that the negotiation of a sharing arrangement would continue
at the November 1998 ICCAT meeting.

1. Opening of the meeting
1.1 Official opening

The meeting was opened by Dr Johan van Zyl of Sea Fisheries, South Africa. He welcomed the delegates to Cape Town
and expressed the hope that they would enjoy their stay. Dr van Zyl reminded the delegates that the purpose of this

consultation is to divide the 22 000mt quota for albacore in the South Atlantic, among those nations deemed to be actively
fishing for this resource.
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1.2 Opening address by the Chair

Dr. Rebecca Lent (USA), chair of the meeting, thanked the hosts of the meeting, notably the government of South
Africa, particularly Drvan Zyl and Dr Coleen Moloney for organising the meeting. She indicated that the type of framework
agreed upon at this meeting for dividing this quota might be used in future at other ICCAT meetings. Dr Lent indicated that
the recommendations of this meeting would be formally discussed and adopted at the ICCAT Panel 3 meeting in November,
1998, but encouraged participating states not to wait before implementing these regulations, per the spirit of the 1997
recommendation

1.3 Adoption of Agenda

The Chair invited comments on the draft agenda. The delegate of South Africa suggested that the discussion be
structured as follows: agreement on criteria to be used; agreement on weighting of criteria; and sharing arrangements among
countries.

The delegate of Namibia noted that this assumed that a quantitative method would be used to calculate each country’s
share of the 22 000mt and that this may not be necessary or even possible.

This was noted and the agenda was adopted (included as Annex 1).
1.4 Introduction of delegates

The Chair invited the heads of delegations to introduce their members. In response to a request from the delegate of
Namibia she requested that they also indicate their status within ICCAT when introducing themselves. A full list of
participants is attached as Annex 2. Namibia and Chinese-Taipei are not members of ICCAT although Namibia hopes to
become a member during 1998. South Africa and Brazil are full member countries. The European Community has acceded
to ICCAT and the membership of its individual countries have been withdrawn.

2. Presentation of Reports from Delegates

The delegate of Namibia presented his country’s report (appended as Annex 3) and then responded to questions. All
catches made in Namibian waters are noted in the report, with distinction between Namibian catches and those made by
foreign flagged vessels. The Namibian fishery is still in a developmental phase and may later make use of purse-seine and
longlining gear for targeting various species.

The delegate of the European Community did not present a report but explained that his presence at the meeting is due
to the fact that the sum of the catches of South Atlantic albacore of the individual EC countries exceeded 1000mt, thus
qualifying the EC as an actively fishing country/entity/fishing entity under the criterion adopted at the 1997 ICCAT meeting.
Nevertheless, the EC is not requesting a share of the 22 000mt allocation for 1998. He indicated that paragraph 5 of the 1997
recommendation on southern albacore (the limit of 110% of the average catches for the period 1992-1996) would apply to
the European Community. The Chair indicated that the record of the 1997 meeting clearly showed that there was no
intention of treating the members from the EC jointly as a country actively fishing for southern albacore. The delegate of
the European Community also pointed out that the 22 000mt were to be divided amongst the four countries/entities/fishing
entities identified at the 1997 meeting as actively fishing and do not include catches by other contracting parties.

The delegate of Chinese-Taipei presented their report (appended as Annex 4). ICCAT conservation measures are
enforced by monthly reporting of catches by vessels until 80% of the quota is caught, at which point reporting is done every
ten days. Once 90% of the quota is reached, reporting is done daily. The fishery is closed once their quota has been reached.

The delegate of Brazil presented his country’s report (appended as Annex 5). All catches made in the Brazilian EEZ
are included in the report as Brazilian catches. This includes those catches made by foreign flagged vessels leased by
Brazilian companies (subject to Brazilian regulation) which are landed in Brazilian ports.

The delegate of South Africa presented her country’s report (appended as Annex 6). Catches taken under license to
South Africa by Japanese and Chinese-Taipei vessels are excluded from this report. Thirty new longline permits for albacore
have been allocated, but not all have been activated.

3. Discussion of allocation options

3.1 Agreement on criteria
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The Chair went round the table and asked each delegation in turn to nominate a criterion that they thought should be
considered in the allocation procedure. The process was continued until no further criteria were suggested by any delegation.
In this manner a list of 10 potential criteria was proposed.

The Chair suggested that each potential criterion be introduced for discussion by the delegation that proposed the
criterion.

The delegate of the European Community said that they did not want to be an obstacle to the agreement on the
allocation of the 22 000mt. However the discussion on allocation criteria touched upon certain questions of principle on
which the EC could not take a formal position at this stage. Therefore the EC reserved its position on all the discussion
concerning allocation criteria. The Delegate of the EC further indicated that the sharing criteria used in this meeting, given
its informal nature and very limited composition, could not become a precedent for other sharing arrangements in ICCAT.

3.1.1 Adherence to historical conservation measures

The delegate of Namibia introduced the criterion by reminding delegates that ICCAT recommended conservation
measures because there was concern about the state of the southern albacore resource. He further stated that as signatories
to the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS), all the delegations present have agreed to comply with
responsible fisheries practices both, within their EEZ and on the high seas.

The Chair observed that the only conservation measure for southern albacore implemented by ICCAT, which could
be evaluated in terms of individual adherence, was that countries/entities/fishing entities should limit their landings in 1995
to 90% of their average catch for 1989-1993.

The delegate of the European Community reminded the meeting that matters of compliance with ICCAT measures are
dealt with by the Permanent Working Group (PWG) and the Compliance Committee.

It was agreed that Namibia be excluded from compliance with the “90% limit” as they do not have an historical catch
record.

It was noted that Brazil, Chinese-Taipei and South Africa all complied with the “90% limit” in 1995 and that there was
only minor overage on the part of Chinese-Taipei in 1996. Therefore this criterion would not have any effect and could be
dropped.

The delegate of South Africa observed that, although this criterion has little effect at this stage, it should be retained
and considered in future discussions.

It was agreed that this criterion be retained, even though it has no effect.
3.1.2 Historical catch record

The delegate of Chinese-Taipei was not required to introduce this criterion as no clarification was needed.

There was extensive discussion on how catches by foreign-flag vessels within one country/entity/fishing entity’s EEZ
were to be treated. It was recognised that the situation with respect to catches by foreign flagged vessels was not the same
for all coastal states. The catches in Brazil’s EEZ by foreign flagged vessels leased to Brazilian companies are Brazilian
catches and as such are accredited to Brazil by the SCRS. In contrast, catches made by foreign flagged vessels in the EEZS
of South Africa and Namibia are not treated as catches of the host countries and are not accredited to the host countries by
the SCRS. The meeting agreed to use the catch statistics as published by the SCRS. Namibia, however expressed
reservations regarding the use of historic catch record and the treatment of catches made by foreign-flag vessels within their
EEZ.

The delegate of Namibia objected to any use of historic catch records as they are a new participant without a historic
record.

It was suggested that the average catch for 1992-1996, 1994-96, and 1987-96 could be used as a measure of historic
performance.

The delegate of the European Community reminded participants that ICCAT statistics are worked out by the SCRS and

that any modification of data should be agreed first in the SCRS. Therefore changing the statistical data base was outside
the ambit of this group.
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The criterion was retained
3.1.3 Dependence on the fishing area
This criterion was proposed by the delegate of Brazil, and is covered under section 5.3 of Annex 5.

It was proposed that, for each country/entity/fishing entity, the ratio of the catch of albacore in the south Atlantic to
the catch of albacore in the whole ICCAT area be used as a measure of dependence on fishing area (Table 3 in Annex 5).

After limited discussion it was agreed to retain this criterion.

Further discussion on this topic occurred under item 3.1.8, and it was decided to absorb 3.1.3 into 3.1.8
3.1.4 Needs of developing fisheries

Introduced by the delegate of South Africa. This criterion refers to the specific needs of countries/entities/fishing
entities to develop fisheries on resources within their EEZ. The South African tuna fishery is heavily dependent on southern
albacore and needs continued access to the resource to enhance future development and diversification.

The delegate of Namibia noted that the distinction must be drawn between socio-economic development (see 3.1.9)
and fisheries development. In addition, one must distinguish between expansion of an existing fishery and the development
of a new fishery.

There was some discussion on the differences between 3.1.4 and 3.1.9 and on whether the two items could be
combined. The Chair clarified the difference by pointing out that retaining both items recognises that a developed

country/entity/fishing entity may have a developing fishery.

The delegate of Chinese-Taipei noted their dependence on marine products, but have a very small EEZ, hence the need
to develop and maintain an expensive high seas fleet.

This criterion was retained.
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3.1.5 Sovereign rights of coastal states [and rights of other countries in terms of the UN Convention on the
Law of the Sea (UNCLOS) and the UN Agreement on Straddling Stocks and Highly Migratory
Species].

The delegate of Namibia introduced this item with reference to articles 51, 61, 62, 64, 87.12 and 119 of UNCLOS (see
Annex 7). He finally noted that UNCLOS calls on coastal states to co-operate with International bodies within their EEZ,
but does not over-rule the sovereign rights of coastal states.

The delegate of Chinese-Taipei noted that southern albacore occur both within the EEZ of coastal states and in the high
seas.

The delegate of Chinese-Taipei further noted that UNCLOS stipulates that fair treatment should be maintained among
states. In this regard he questioned why the rights of coastal states only were being stressed and not the rights of other states.
There was some discussion on this matter and it was pointed out that it is not intended to deny the rights of non-coastal
states; the rights of all states must be borne in mind.

It was proposed that this criterion be expanded to include rights of countries to exploit highly migratory species in terms
of the UN Agreement on Straddling Stocks and Highly Migratory Species.

The delegate of the European Community noted that while UNCLOS entered into force in 1994, the UN agreement
on Straddling Stocks has not yet been ratified by the required 30 countries and is therefore not in force yet. Therefore,
distinction should be drawn between those two texts as a legal basis for this discussion.

The reworded criterion (i.e. including the wording in square parentheses) was retained.
3.1.6 Impact on the current fishing industry

Introduced by the delegate of Chinese-Taipei, noting that this point is covered in their own report (Annex 5). He added
that Chinese-Taipei has been involved in the tuna fishery for almost 30 years and has invested heavily in the fishery.

The other countries/entities/fishing entities objected to this criterion citing the following reasons: South Africa and
Namibia have restricted the access of their fishing communities to the resource; over-investment (over capitalisation) is an
impediment to effective management; a high historic investment could have contributed most to the resource decline and;
that the historic catch record (3.1.2) serves as a record of historic investment in the fishery.

After discussion it was agreed to drop this criterion.

3.1.7 Distribution of stock biomass in relation to countries’ EEZ. [Share of EEZ of each country/entity/fishing entity
in the southern Atlantic]

Introduced by the delegate of Brazil who referred to Fig 1 of Annex 5 which shows the distribution of South Atlantic
albacore. It was proposed that the area of a country’s EEZ which falls within the distribution of South Atlantic albacore be
divided by the total distributional area of South Atlantic albacore and that this ratio be used as a criterion, as it reflects the
amount of responsibility and therefore the likely expenditure in protecting the resource, of each country.

Considerable discussion ensued on the origin and validity of the data used to construct Fig 1 until it was realised that
the shaded areas on this figure were not used in the calculation shown in Table 2 of Annex 5. Estimated density of biomass
in different areas was also not considered. This calculation simply considered the amount of a country’s EEZ which falls
within the area bounded by the latitudes 5°N and 50°S.

The delegates of South Africa and the EC noted that the area of an EEZ does not necessarily give an indication of the
biomass of the resource residing in those waters. Seasonality in distribution is not reflected in this calculation.

It was noted in the discussion that the spirit of this criterion was included in 3.1.5 which notes the responsibilities of
coastal states.

The delegate of Namibia noted that states should not be penalised simply because they have relatively short coastlines
and that there is no precedent in UNCLOS for such a consideration.
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Although initially rejected due to the many reservations delegations expressed regarding this criterion, it was later
included for purposes of discussion when it was realised that the data used to construct Fig 1 of Annex 5 were not used in
Brazil’s calculation.

3.1.8 Dependence on southern albacore

Introduced by the delegate of South Africa. He stated that the South African tuna industry is highly dependent on
southern albacore. He also pointed out that vessel size and fishing gear accessible to South African fishers were restricted
in terms of South African regulations. These self-imposed restrictions have limited South Africa’s access to the southern
albacore resource. They also prevented access to other tuna species thereby increasing South Africa’s reliance on southern
albacore. The delegate of South Africa proposed that the percentage of southern albacore in the total catch of large pelagic
species be used as a measure of dependence on southern albacore.

The Chair asked the South African delegation to provide the ratios (Table 3.1.8).
The delegates of Brazil and Chinese-Taipei pointed out that this algorithm to measure dependence was very similar

to that proposed under item 3.1.3. After discussion it was agreed that both algorithms should be used and that they be
considered under 3.1.8

It was agreed that criteria 3.1.3 and 3.1.8 be retained as 3.1.8a and 3.1.8b respectively.
3.1.9 Special needs of developing countries

Introduced by the delegate of Namibia who read Article 119 of UNCLOS and Articles 11 and 24 of the UN agreement
on highly migratory species and straddling fish stocks which state that fishery regulations should aim to maintain stocks
at their MSY level but should also take the special requirements of developing nations into account.

The delegate of Chinese-Taipei objected to the inclusion of this criterion as it is seen as discriminatory towards
Chinese-Taipei, in terms of UNCLOS which also states that no fishing nation should be discriminated against. Concern was
also noted regarding the definition and identity of developing nations, in terms of UNCLOS. The delegate of Chinese-Taipei
indicated that countries/entities/fishing entities which do not have the capacity to catch the full quota available in their
waters should allow other nations to take these catches. Chinese-Taipei fishing vessels travel long distances in order to catch
albacore because they too have socio-economic need of these catches.

Discussion ensued in which other participants noted that the UN identifies Namibia, Brazil and South Africa as
developing nations and that in stating that the needs of developing countries/entities/fishing entities should be taken into
account, the UN indicated that this was not a discriminatory act.

The delegate of Chinese-Taipei suggested that 3.1.9 be amended to include “traditional fishing rights”. The delegate
of Namibia objected to this and following discussion this amendment was not adopted.

The view was expressed that all country/entity/fishing entity represented at the meeting had need of albacore catches.

The Chair noted the delegate of Chinese-Taipei’s objections to criterion 3.1.9 but stated that it would be retained.
3.1.10 Contribution of adult fish to the catches

Introduced by the delegate of Brazil in order to discourage large catches of juvenile fish.

It was noted in the discussion that, contrary to the usual strategy, ICCAT has not considered the imposition of a
minimum size limit for albacore. It was agreed that the full Panel 3 should address this issue, with possible request to the

SCRS for further guidance.

In the absence of modelling studies on the likely impact of catches on juvenile fish, this criterion could not be
supported.

The delegate of South Africa noted that countries should not be discriminated against because juvenile fish were found
in high concentrations in their waters.
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This criterion was rejected, but delegates, with the exception of the delegate of the European Community, agreed that
Panel 3 should be asked to recommend further investigation of the effects on the resource of the size composition of the
catch.

3.2 Agreement of weighting factors

During the discussion on the weighting of the factors it was suggested that delegates consider that the allocation scheme
be implemented for three years, notably 1998, 1999 and 2000. This reflected the planned biennial stock assessments as most
sharing arrangements for ICCAT are timed based on stock assessment intervals.

Delegations were asked to propose weighting factors for each of the agreed criteria. The delegate of South Africa
presented a range of weights for each criterion and was asked to amend these to single values. The proposed weights are
shown in Table 3.2.

Table 3.2 Weighting factors proposed by delegations
Criterion Brazil Chinese- Namibia South Africa Average
Taipei (Range)
1 5 5 0 0 (0,5) 2.5
2 5 90 2 37 (2,90) 335
4 23 0 22 3 (0,23) 12
5 25 0 22 21 (0,25) 17
7 23 0 11 0 (0,23) 8.5
8 15 and 2 5 22 18 (5,22) 15,5
9 2 0 22 21 (0,22) 11.25

The delegate of Chinese-Taipei indicated that he had zero weighted criteria that he did not feel were quantifiable and
that he had stressed the importance of historical catches as published by the SCRS as this is the only criterion which is
normally used by ICCAT. For this reason he allocated a low weight to criterion 8 even though this criterion favored
Chinese-Taipei.

3.3 First requested catches

Delegations were asked to give the size of the catch that they thought should be allocated to them. These are shown
in Table 3.3.

Table 3.3. Catches requested by each country, percentages that these represent of the total amount requested, these
percentages applied to a total catch of 22 000mt, and the percentage of 22 000mt that each requested figure
represents.

Country Catch Percentage of Percentage of Percentage of
Requested total (41 771) total * 22 000 22 000 MT
MT
Brazil 8771 21% 4 600 40%
Chinese-Taipei 18 000 43% 9400 82%
Namibia 7500 18% 4000 39%
South Africa 7 500 18% 4 000 39%
Total 41771 100% 22 000 200%

The delegate of Namibia stated that they would be willing to take a lower catch than that suggested in Table 3.3, subject
to a gradual increase in catches, up to this level, over a three year period. Their fleet could not catch 7 500mt in 1998 but
their fishery is developing and must be allowed scope for growth. He suggested that Brazil and South Africa might do the
same.

South Africa stated that they had not inflated their requested catch but had asked for the amount that they needed to
support their existing fishery as well as the new longline licence holders.

It was recognized that the 22 000mt quota was allocated as part of a scheme to rebuild the albacore stock to MSY and
could therefore increase in future. MSY is thought to be in the region of 26 400mt.
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The delegate of Chinese-Taipei pointed out that Chinese-Taipei were striving to help coastal states develop their fishing
capacity but that this took time and that these countries are not yet capable of taking the large catches that they hope to take
in future. He noted that Chinese-Taipei has a large fishing industry which cannot be drastically reduced over a short period,
and the 18 000mt requested is 800mt below current catches, and therefore in line with ICCAT’s policy on reducing catches.

3.4 Sharing arrangements

Overnight a draft document applying the weighting factors (Annex 8) was prepared by the Chair. This was distributed
to all delegations before the start of the second day’s proceedings.

The Chair opened the second day’s proceedings and introduced her document by explaining how she had incorporated
the weights for the different criteria.

After explanation of the draft report, the meeting adjourned for delegations to discuss the draft among themselves. A
meeting of delegation heads followed.

3.4.1 Calculation of the scores for countries/entities/fishing entities
The Chair noted that it was difficult to quantify the individual countries/entities/fishing entities’ scores. In some cases
(e.g. Items 1 and 4) the score was a simple binomial. In others, actual values were proposed during discussions on the

individual items.

It was difficult to obtain the catch per country/entity/fishing entity for “ICCAT species”, other than albacore for the
south Atlantic only.

In her document, the Chair assumed that the total catch of “ICCAT species” by countries/entities/fishing entities in the

south Atlantic was 50% of the catch of albacore in the whole ICCAT area. Data for 1996 only were used.

Table 3.3.1. Percentage contribution of southern albacore to the south Atlantic catches of large pelagic species by
country

country/entity/fishing entity Total catch of “ICCAT Percent southern albacore
species” in south Atlantic
Brazil 5370 16
Chinese-Taipei 49492 38
Namibia 953.5 95.9
South Africa 2213 98.4

3.4.2 Calculation of the share of the resource for each country/entity/fishing entity
The countries/entities/fishing entity score was converted into a proportion per item.

The product of the proportion and weighting factor then yielded the fractional contribution of that item to the
countries/entities/fishing entities overall share of the resource.

The countries’ proportional share of the resource was then calculated by summing the fractional shares over all items.
4 Summary of proceedings to date

Following lengthy discussions outside of plenary, the Chair reconvened the meeting and summarized the day’s
negotiations. No agreement had been reached despite sacrifices from some delegations and encouraging goodwill amongst
participants. She noted that this meeting, while not reaching an agreement, did break new ground in the development of a
new method for allocating quotas among parties. She felt that it was encouraging that all parties were still at the negotiating
table. She hoped that later negotiations, at the next ICCAT meeting in November, would have a more successful conclusion.

Only catches to be made in 1998 were discussed. The delegate of South Africa advanced a proposal, shown in Table
4.1, which was supported, with slight reservations, by Brazil. This proposal was somewhat similar to the proposal advanced
by the delegate of Chinese-Taipei (see Table 4.1). Namibia supported the catch limits that were calculated by the Chair,
using the criteria and average weightings discussed previously (“straw man” in Table 4.1).
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Table 4.1 Proposed catch limit divisions presented by certain delegations and figures suggested by calculation
performed by the Chair using criteria and weightings discussed previously (“straw man’), together with 3-year
average fishing histories which are included for comparative purposes. The percentage that each of these figures
represent of the total catch for 1998 is shown in parentheses.

Brazil Chinese- Namibia South

Taipei Africa

3-year average 1003 19 904 949 3860
(4%) (78%) (3%) (15%)

South African proposal 2 006 13 282 1898 4814
(9.1%) (60.4%) (8.6%) (21.9%)

Chinese-Taipei proposal 1534 14 700 1426 4340
(6.5%) (66.8%) (6.5%) (19.7%)

Namibian Proposal 4 840 7920 4 400 5060
(“Straw man 1”) (22%) (36%) (20%) (23%)

As moderator, the Chair, noting the similarity of the South African and Chinese-Taipei proposals, encouraged
consideration of these figures. However, the delegation of Namibia had been instructed not to accept any quota lower than
4000mt and were therefore unwilling to accept any level of catch below this limit. The other three delegations proposed
lowering their catch limits below the levels that they had originally presented as the lowest that they were willing to accept,
even though some considered these levels below those required to support their developing fishing industries.

Application of the 90% of historic catches rules (recommended by ICCAT in 1994) was considered and the figures
calculated are shown in Table 4.2. The sum of these catches, when added to the 4000mt that Namibia intend catching,
exceed the replacement yield level of 26500mt as calculated by ICCAT. Catches above the replacement yield level would
lead to stock depletion.

Table 4.2 Catch levels calculated by applying the 90% rule recommended at the 1994 ICCAT meeting are shown
together with catch levels at which delegates proposed closing their fisheries, in the absence of an agreement from
this meeting. The figures presented at the close of negotiations (that occurred outside of plenary) are shown, together
with final figures presented during plenary at the end of the meeting. The figures in parentheses indicate the
percentage of the total annual catch.

Brazil Chinese- Namibia South|Total
Taipei Africa catch
Catches under 90% rule 1510 18 378 0 5163 25051
(6.0%) (73.4%) () (20.6%)
Catch if no agreement 4000 16 140 4 000 4534 28674
(13.9%) (56.3%) (13.9%) (15.8%)

The Chair noted that the catches proposed in Table 4.2 would be recorded in the report of this meeting and that they
represented a gentlemen’s agreement to limit fishing to these levels.

5. Presentation of closing statements

The Chair opened the meeting to discussion and delegates took the opportunity to state their positions. Delegates were
asked to state their final positions on the level at which they would close their fisheries in 1998 (these are shown in Table
4.2).

5.1 Statement by the delegate of Brazil

The delegate of Brazil expressed regret that the meeting had come to a standstill. He noted that the need for change
within ICCAT has been in sight since the beginning of ICCAT. He reminded delegates that ICCAT stands for the
International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tuna, and that the Commission was formed to respond to the
signs of stock depletion in tuna fisheries. He suggested that those responsible for the depletion of the stocks were those
parties who always raise “historical reasons” as justification for maintaining the status quo in terms of the distribution of
quotas.

The delegate of Brazil then praised the Chair for allowing this meeting to explore new criteria that could be considered
when apportioning the TAC, criteria that would preserve the stock while also benefitting those countries that have not had
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the opportunity to develop their own fishing industries. He concluded, noting that the results of this meeting indicate the
need for the adoption of a new set of procedures in the management of resources of large pelagic species in the Atlantic,
including the need to respect the basic principles embodied in UNCLOS, and consideration of the rights of coastal states.
Finally he stated that the obligation to co-operate in the search for proper management and utilization of the resource over
its whole distribution must not be used as a means to deny the rights and interests of coastal states, thereby prejudicing or
otherwise undermining coastal states’ efforts to secure proper and sustainable utilization of the resources within its EEZ.

Brazil, like Namibia, intends limiting its fishery to 4000 MT in 1998. The Chair warned that catches of this magnitude
would contribute to the depletion of the resource. The delegate of Brazil noted this concern.

The delegate of Brazil thanked the host country for their hospitality and for the smooth organization of the meeting.
He also thanked the Chair for her leadership and her determination to reach an agreement.

5.2 Statement by the delegate of Namibia

The delegate of Namibia read an excerpt of the instructions given to his delegation by their government, which stated
thata TAC for 1998 of no lower than 4000mt could be accepted and furthermore that a catch of no lower than 5000mt could
be accepted for 1999. In addition the government of Namibia would reserve the right to adjust these catches upwards in
future.

The delegation of Namibia entered into the discussions at this meeting on the criteria to be used to allocate the 22000mt
and the weightings to be used for these criteria. The results of these discussions indicated a catch of 4400mt for Namibia.
They were willing to lower their catch limit below this level, to 4000mt. Namibia is concerned about the status of the
southern albacore stock and this is reflected by the stringent regulations which they adopted at the beginning of their fishery.
They considered all available information, including past catches in their EEZ, and based on their findings they consider
that the 30 permits issued by them for vessels of less than 23m in length, can be employed to the full in their EEZ without
negative consequences for the albacore stock. They recognize that the stock is currently below its optimal level but feel that
those who were responsible for past over-exploitation should now make the necessary sacrifices to allow the stock to be
rebuilt. They feel that Namibia should not be penalized for their lack of participation in this past over-exploitation, or for
the stringent regulations which have kept their catches at a low level. As a developing, coastal country with a new fishery,
Namibians feel that they have the right to develop a fishery for southern albacore in their EEZ. They intend to catch 4000mt
of southern albacore during 1998 and will develop the appropriate legal instruments for enforcing this limit.

The delegation of Namibia noted that their proposed catch necessitates a drastic reduction in the catches of other
countries/entities/fishing entities but feel that this is in line with the current world-wide trend which is to increase the
regulation of high seas fisheries. It is not their intention to ignore ICCAT conservation measures, on the contrary Namibia
has a good record of responsible fishing, it is simply their contention that it is the countries that contributed to the depletion
of the resource, that should now make sacrifices.

The delegate of Namibia once again made reference to the rights of the coastal states as detailed in UNCLOS (see
Annex 8) and the UN agreement on straddling stocks an highly migratory species.

Finally, the delegate of Namibia thanked the Chair for her efforts in attempting to reach an agreement and stated that

it was through no fault of hers that such an agreement was not achieved. He also thanked the other delegations for their good
co-operation during this process.
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5.3 Statement by the delegate of South Africa

The delegate of South Africa noted that South Africa has an historic record and history of investment in the southern
albacore fishery, and is prepared to implement measures that would lead to stock rebuilding. However, South Africa has
an urgent need to develop the fishery to accommodate the aspirations of the South African people in accordance with their
new fisheries policy and status as a coastal state and a developing nation. He requests that ICCAT seriously consider
forming a working group to consider and set criteria for quota allocation for all ICCAT species. He thanked the Chair for
a difficult job well done and all delegates for visiting South Africa and for the good spirit in which negotiations were
conducted.

5.4 Statement by the delegate of Chinese-Taipei

The delegate of Chinese-Taipei honored the excellent leadership of the Chair and thanked the delegate of South Africa
for hosting the meeting and for providing lunches. They regret, despite their best endeavors, the failure of this meeting to
reach an agreement on the allocation of the 22000mt. They intend to comply with the ICCAT recommendation that catches
remain at 90% of the previous average. Therefore they intend limiting their catches during 1998 to 16140mt. The delegate
of Chinese-Taipei expressed the hope that God would look over the southern albacore in 1998.

5.5 Statement by the delegate of the European Community

The delegate of the European Community expressed his regret at the failure of this meeting to reach agreement, in spite
of very capable chairing. He hoped that discussions at the November ICCAT meeting would prove more fruitful.

6. Adoption of the report and closure

The delegate of Brazil proposed that the report be adopted subject to the discussed changes, this was seconded by the
delegate of South Africa and the report was duly adopted.

The Chair cautioned delegations that the catches made by their countries/entities/fishing entities during 1998 would
be closely scrutinized by herself and by ICCAT. She warned that 1998 should not be regarded as a year during which an
historic catch record would be accumulated for the purposes of future allocation of catches by ICCAT. She urged delegates
to approach their legal advisers before implementing their catch limits in 1998. She requested that copies of any regulations
pertaining to this meeting be forwarded to herself.

Finally, Dr Lent, the Chair of this meeting, thanked the participants for their goodwill shown during these negotiations

and for continuing to take part in the discussions. She thanked the host delegation and the rapporteurs for their efforts and
wished all participants a safe trip home.
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Addendum 3 to Appendix 14 to ANNEX 10

LIST OF DOCUMENTS PRESENTED
TO THE MULTI-LATERAL CONSULTATION"

A Synopsis of the Tuna Fishery in the EEZ of the Republic of Namibia. (National Marine Information
and Research Center, P. O. Box 912, Swakopmund, Namibia).

Report of Chinese Taipei on the Albacore Longline Fisheries in the South Atlantic.

Brazilian Proposal on Catch Quota Allocation for the Albacore Fishery in the South Atlantic Ocean.
(Proposal prepared by a Working Group, created within the framework of the SEGESP, through
Resolution No. 001/98. The Working Group was comprised of representatives of IBAMA, José Dias
Neto (Coordinator) and José Heriberto Meseses de Lima, one representative of SEGESPE, CMG
Flavio de Moraes Leme, one representative of the Instituto de Pesca, Alberto Ferreira de Amorim, one
representative of MMA, Ana Paula Prates, and one representative of UFRPE, Fabio Hissa Vieira
Hazin.

South African Albacore Fishery.
Extracts from “The Law of the Sea”. [Official Text of the United Nations Convention on the Law of

the Sea with Annexes and Index. Final Act of the Third United Nations Conference on the Law of
the Sea. United Nations, New York 1983.]

* Copies of the documents presented are available at the Secretariat on request.
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SOUTHERN ALBACORE. SHARING ARRANGEMENT

Addendum 4 t¢ Appendix 14 to ANNEX 10

The purpose of this documenc is (0 provide ao initial estimate of the actual numbers implied by the saven criteria as
calculated using the average weights from the first day’s discussion. The goal is to stimulate further discussion by
examining at the actual numbers implied by the criteda and o consider 2 few variatons on the sharing arangements
using this as a starting point.

Note that the following numbers were calculated rather quickly and oeed to be cross-checked, In addidon, several
assumptions were necessary in order to guandfy and to obtain numbers that could be converted inw a sharing

arrangement.
Couatry/Eot/F Ent Brazil Chi-T MNamihia So0. Al
Criterion Wt
1. Adher, 1o 2.5 Yes=1/Na=0{ I 1 1 I
Conserv, Sharc in Factor . 25 .25 25 25
Product .625 -625 625 625
2. Historicl 35.5 Avc ol 3 & 10-yr share 04 77 02 a7
carch Product 1.4 23.8 57 7
¢, Weeds 11 Yeg = /No =D 1 a 1 1
fur developine Shere in Factor 33 o g3 33
fishery Praduct 3.99 Q 1.99 3.9
3, Sovar Righis 17 Yes m /No = 0 1 0 1 i
Caastal States Sharc in Factor A3 e 33
Praduct 5,65 .66 5,66
7. Share in So 5.5 Per Bz propasal 7799 b 1258 0,0963
Alh mnzs Product 45.612 1.069 U.81%
E, Dependence: .13 Ratia 1 {per Braz prop} L o) i 1
3o albtat aih Share in Factor 26 219 .26 .26
Product 2.018 1.695 2.018 Z.014
So albhatal So Al .
.73 Ratip 2 15.93 37.94 93.86 08.42
Share in Factar L4 B E)] 385 397
I Produet 406 1.185 2,502 1.073
9. Developging n Yes = I/No=10 i 0 i 1
Couniz, Share in Faclor .33 33 A3
: Peaduet 3,866 3.86 1.6
TOTAL 24,41 79.31 20.69 15,55

These calcutations result in a significant decline in the allocation to Clinese-Tripei, with 4 corresponding reatioeation
to tha three other countries/entities/fishing entities, such thae their share is considerably increased.
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Three alternative proposals: starting from the percentage shares from the criterion calculadon abgve:
Strawman 1: reduce Hrazil, Namibiz and South Africa by 10 % each, reallocate to Chinese-Taipei.
Strawman 2: reduce Brazil, Namibia and South Africa by 20 % =ach, reallocate to Chinese-Taipei.

Swawman 3: reduce Brazil, Namibia and South Africa by 30 % eacl, reallocate to Chinese-Taipai,

Resulis: Percentnge shares by country

Brazil Chi-Tai | Narmibia South

Africa
Strawman1 | 22 3 |20 23
Strawman 2 20 43 | 17 20
Strawman 3 17 Sd 15 18

Appendix 15 to ANNEX 10

STATEMENT BY SOUTH AFRICA
ON SOUTH ATLANTIC AL BACORE
(Antactied to Report of Panel 3) -

For the past five years, assessments produced by the Albacore Working Group have indicated the southern albacore
resource to be over-exploited, and concluded that “current catches are not sustainable™. Those assessment results have
driven the work of Panel 3 over that time, and have led to recommendations for limitation of calches of southern albacore,
The stated cbjective of those recommendations was to re-build the southern alhacore stock to maximum sustainable levels
by the year 2005, Tt is therefore with preat nleasure that we note that this year's SCRE report oz seuthern albacore notes
that “results indicate a stock at biomass levels shove those at M3Y™, that assessments “did not detect the negative
perspective shown in previous assessments” and, most importanily, that *“the current level of exploﬂatlon appears to be
sustamabl . Unexpectedly, and ahead of schednle, we appear to have achieved our ob_]ectwe

‘When South Africa initiated proposals to limit catches of sonthern albacore, we noted that limitation of catches to
sustainable levels, and subsequent re-building of the stock, could be achieved by a modest degree of restraint by Lhose
countries targeting this resource. This rcstraint has becn shown, and South Africa wishes to thank our partners in this
fiskiery for their responsibility in dealing with this menagement issne, We sincerely hope that we can continue in this spirit
of co-operation, and we look forward to developing proposals &t this year's meeting for future catch lirmits on southern
albacore, and on the division of any such Yimits.

The division of the sonthern albacare caich limit is the main challenge facing this year's meeting of Panel 3, We have
yat to complete the work sianted at the inter-sessional meeting held in April (o discoss this issue. However, although
agreement on division of the southern albacore catch was not reached, we would note that substantial progress was made
at thal meeting. In particular, much was achieved with the development and acceptance of criteria 1o be congidered in
developing formulae to divide catches helween coastal slates and high-seas fishing flects. Based on those criteria, the
participants at that meeting came close 1o achieving an agreement on the division of the southern albacore catch limit.
South Africa proposes that we go back to that point 4t the inter-sessional meeling at which we came closest to reaching
agreement, and then wark 1o resolve the final hurdles delaying the development of an acceptable sharing arrangement.

South Africa has develaped draft propesals onboth the cateh Hmit and sharing issues, and we look forward to working
with the other Panel members to refine, and hopefully approve, these proposals.
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Appendix 16 to ANNEX 10

STATEMENT BY SOUTH AFRICA
IN SUPPORT OF THE 1998 RECOMMENDATION
ON SOUTH ATLANTIC ALBACORE
(Attached to Report of Panel 3)

With no objection, South Africa suggests we adopt the Recommendation.

South Africa would like to thank all the contributors to this management recommendation for their cooperation under
very difficult circumstances. We recognize that this is an imperfect compromise, and an interim measure. With that in mind,
we undertake to do everything possible to ensure that this measure is successful in limiting southern albacore catches within
sustainable levels during 1999. We ask for the continued cooperation of our partners in this fishery so that we can present
next year's meeting with an example of successful management through regional cooperation.

South Africa thanks the Chair for her excellent guidance and leadership.

Appendix 17 to ANNEX 10

STATEMENT BY SOUTH AFRICA
ON SWORDFISH
(Attached to Report of Panel 4)

South Africa is attending Panel 4 as a member for the first time this year. As new members of this Panel, we have the
greatest respect and appreciation for the work already done by the other Panel members in development of responsible
management measures for Atlantic swordfish resources. We are also aware of the specific problems associated with the
management of swordfish. In particular, we note that swordfish stocks have been found to have modest sustainable yields
and low replacement rates. Swordfish stock structures also appear to be complex, with evidence of the existence of a number
of sub-stocks of swordfish around the Atlantic Ocean. We recognize that, as a result, swordfish have been subject to rapid
localized depletion in a number of areas, and general over-exploitation in the northern and southern Atlantic.

Although new members of Panel 4, South Africa has a long record of active participation in the development of
responsible and effective management measures for tuna species within ICCAT Panel 3. We believe that our initiatives and
contributions at Panel 3 demonstrate our commitment to effective management of Atlantic tuna stocks, within scientifically
determined sustainable levels. We wish to re-affirm our commitment to these principles at Panel 4. In particular, we
recognize the need to limit swordfish catches in order to rebuild stocks to, and maintain stocks at, long-term sustainable
levels.

South Africa has also demonstrated her commitment to the implementation of effective compliance measures by
ICCAT member countries, and has participated actively in initiatives in this regard within the ICCAT Compliance
Committee. South Africa therefore regrets that we were forced to object to the ICCAT “Recommendation Regarding
Compliance in the South Atlantic Swordfish Fishery”, adopted at the 15" Regular ICCAT Meeting last year. However, as
we have explained in our letter of objection, South Africa cannot accept a recommendation designed to implement punitive
measures against countries who do not adhere to catch allocations which we consider to be inequitable, and therefore
unacceptable.

There has been a long history of longlining in South African waters. South Africa first fished for tuna using longlines
between 1960 and 1965, making significant catches of bluefin tuna, yellowfin tuna and albacore. Between 1965 and 1995,
South Africa tuna fishing effort has focused on albacore caught using pole and line. However, longlining has continued and
increased within South African waters over that period. South African fishermen have continued to operate a few longlines,
but longlining has primarily been conducted by Asian high-seas longline fleets permitted to fish in our waters. In recent
years, these vessels have caught increasing quantities of swordfish in our waters, to the concern of South Africa. Of more
concern is the fact that longline vessels belonging to other high seas fleets operating in the southern Atlantic Ocean have
recently been observed illegally exploiting swordfish in South African waters. It is our contention that these longline tuna
and swordfish catches within South African waters should be made by South African fishermen.
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As a result, South Africa recently recommenced her longline fishery for large pelagic species within her EEZ. Initial
experimental fishing was conducted in 1995 and 30 pelagic longline permits were issued in late 1997. As we have reported
at this year’s SCRS meeting, these permits are primarily targeting bigeye tuna, yellowfin tuna and swordfish. High catch
rates and large size of swordfish caught by these vessels indicate that swordfish caught off southern Africa may not form
part of the apparently over-exploited swordfish stock fished in the eastern half of the southern Atlantic Ocean. Association
of these fish with the Agulhas Current suggests that they may rather form part of a southern Indian Ocean stock. South Africa
has already commenced a research program to investigate relationships between swordfish off southern Africa with those
in the Atlantic and Indian Oceans. Pending assessment of the sustainability of these catches, a precautionary swordfish catch
limit of 1000 MT was established for the South African EEZ for 1998, and we have implemented comprehensive catch
reporting and observer programs on this fleet.

South Africa wishes to note that high seas fleets from developed countries whose coastlines do not border on the
southern Atlantic Ocean, and whose rapidly increasing catches over the past five years have directly caused the over-
exploitation of the southern Atlantic swordfish resource, have been allocated the bulk of the swordfish TAC based on
excessive past performances. We consider this to be inequitable and unacceptable. South Africa hopes to participate actively
at this meeting in efforts to ensure a more equitable distribution of access to swordfish stocks in the southern Atlantic Ocean.
Specifically, South Africa intends to motivate for a 1000 MT allocation of swordfish, to be caught in the ICCAT Convention
area, within our EEZ. In motivating for this allocation, South Africa notes that it is modest in comparison with allocations
to other nations fishing swordfish in the southern Atlantic Ocean.

In conclusion, South Africa hopes that we can successfully address this imbalance at this year’s meeting of Panel 4,

and that we will then be in a position to accept the compliance measures designed to facilitate implementation of the southern
Atlantic swordfish catch limits.
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ANNEX 11

REPORT OF THE MEETING OF THE STANDING COMMITTEE
ON FINANCE AND ADMINISTRATION (STACFAD)

1. Opening of the meeting

1.1 The 1998 Meeting of the Standing Committee on Finance and Administration (STACFAD) was opened on Tuesday,
November 17, 1998, by the Committee Chairman, Mr. J. Jones (Canada).

2. Adoption of Agenda

2.1 The Chairman proposed that the Committee focus on Agenda items 1 to 9 at the first session. No members objected
to this proposal. The Agenda was then adopted without change and is attached as Appendix 1 to ANNEX 11.

3. Nomination of Rapporteur

3.1 Ms. K. Greene (United States) was nominated to serve as Rapporteur and this homination was accepted by the
Committee.

4. 1998 Administrative Report

4.1 The Executive Secretary referred the Committee to the 1998 Administrative Report (COM/98/6). This report includes
details on the ICCAT Secretariat’s work during 1998, including Commission membership updates, the Madrid Protocol
ratification process or acceptance, ICCAT regulations and resolutions, monitoring and inspection activities, meetings
organized by ICCAT, and meetings at which ICCAT was represented. The Administrative Report also provides information
on the coordination of research and statistics, the ICCAT lottery for recovered tags, cooperation with other countries and
organizations, ICCAT publications issued in 1998, and information related to the Secretariat’s office and staff.

4.2 The Executive Secretary noted the importance of the document which provided details on the Secretariat’s
cooperation with other countries, organizations and entities. He also commented on the Secretariat’s on-going program of
updating its computer equipment, stating that the new system had been implemented and that few equipment purchases would
be made next year.

5. 1998 Financial Report

5.1 The Chairman referred the Committee to the 1998 Financial Report (COM/98/7), which provides financial about
the Commission’s financial activities during Fiscal Year 1998 and he asked the Executive Secretary to briefly summarize
the key elements of the report.

5.2 The Executive Secretary pointed out that the report covered the period up to October 31, 1998, that the amounts are
expressed in pesetas and that it included the status of the receipt of the Contracting Party contributions. In addition, he
reported that the Commission’s finances were sound and that the Commission was functioning well within its prescribed
budgetary limits.

5.3 The Executive Secretary reported that 1998 extra-budgetary income included a voluntary contribution of 20,000$ from
Chinese Taipei. In addition, he indicated that the Report of the ICCAT Tuna Symposium will be published soon.

5.4 The Delegate from Japan noting that 1998 was the first year the Billfish Research Program was funded through the
regular Commission budget asked if those funds are earmarked for a particular project. The Executive Secretary responded
that Billfish Program funds are now fully administered through the regular Commission budget, in accordance with a
Commission decision. He further added that contributions received in the past from the private sector accumulate and are
carried over from one year to another. In addition, such contributions are usually not for specific years. The billfish budget
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is proposed by the Billfish Program Coordinator, in consultation with the SCRS. The Executive Secretary also mentioned
that if funds are budgeted for a specific research program but not spent within that Fiscal Year, then those funds remain in
the account for that program for use in subsequent years.

5.5 The Delegate from Japan asked about the allocation of funds within a particular program. He wanted to know if funds
can be used at the discretion of the scientists. The Executive Secretary replied that funds allocated for a specific program
must be used for activities relative to that program. For each program the activities are discussed and agreed upon within
the scientific group.

6) Status and Implications of ICCAT programs

6.1 The Chairman, in agreement with the Executive Secretary, noted that items to be covered in this section, were
discussed in detail in the 1998 Financial Report.

7. Budgetary implications of the Commission’s general activities in 1999

7.1 The Chair referred the Delegates to the Proposed Revised Budget COM/98/8) which outlines two budgetary options
for the Commission. The budgetary options include a revision to the budget to reflect recent changes in the General Services
salary schedule. The total budget figure remains unchanged from the provisional approval adopted in 1997. The second
option is an increase in the total budget to reflect the request by the SCRS for the Commission to hire two additional
scientific staff.

7.2 The Executive Secretary also noted that he had distributed, to Heads of Delegations, a proposal to review various
administrative matters of the Commission's Secretariat. The proposal is not intended for discussion at the 1998 meeting, but
is intended for review at the 1999 meeting of STACFAD.

7.3 The Delegate from Canada raised the question of the unused 1997 balance in sub-chapter 8-F, the Bluefin Year
Program (BYP). He asked if the balance had been carried over to 1998. The Executive Secretary replied that for that sub-
chapter, funds were not completely spent in 1998 and the balance will be applied to the 1999 Bluefin Year Program Budget.
Ultimately, the Delegate of Canada requested an extra entry line to reflect the balance carried over. The Delegate of Canada
also declared his support for the hiring of two additional scientific staff, as requested by the SCRS, and further recommended
that a search and selection committee be established to facilitate the process.

7.4 The Executive Secretary stated that there were doubts about the accounting procedure to carry over funds for a
specific budgetary item from one fiscal year to the next. The auditors recently confirmed the procedure to carry out this
process. The Executive Secretary also pointed out that since the recruiting/hiring of scientific and technical staff could take
two or three months, the amount included in the 1999 budget includes salary/remunerations for only a 10-month period.

7.5 The Chairman of the SCRS, Dr. J. Powers, commented on the Bluefin, Bigeye, and Billfish Programs. He said that
Bluefin Year Program funding is used for the coordination of existing programs. Bigeye funding is used in hopes of raising
additional external funding in support of the ICCAT BETYP.

7.6 The Executive Secretary commented that the Bigeye Year Program needs a high level of funding and will require
special outside support which will be needed for the tagging program, which is the basis for the program.

7.7 Dr. Miyake commented that the scientists requested 1999 Bluefin Year Program funds to include the carryover from
1997 and 1998 funding, in addition to the funding from 1999, in order to establish an East Atlantic Sampling Center.
8. Status of the ratification/acceptance of the Protocol of amendment to the Convention and repercussions

8.1 The Chairman, in agreement with the Executive Secretary, stated that an update on the status of the Madrid Protocol
was reviewed during the First Plenary Session of the Commission.

8.2 The intention of France to ratify was noted at this session. The Delegate from France commented that the procedure
to ratify the Madrid Protocol was underway, but that the ratification must be then approved by Parliament.

8.3 It was noted that three members , in addition to France, still have to ratify the Protocol before it enters into effect.
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8.4 There was some confusion on an interpretation of the Madrid Protocol, particularly concerning the six-month period
in which a party could request a suspension. At a later session, the Legal Advisor of FAO confirmed that the period was
relative only to the initial signature and had ended six months following the June, 1992, signing of the Protocol.

8.5 The Executive Secretary indicated that the Madrid Protocol would not enter into force until 90 days after the final
ratification is received, as required to put the Protocol into effect. Therefore, the year 2000 is the soonest the Madrid Protocol
can be implemented.

8.6 The Delegate from United States stated that the Protocol had already been adopted so the six-month objection period
has already expired. The only remaining time frame is the 90 day delay following the final ratification.

8.7 The Executive Secretary again reminded delegates that there are still parties that need to ratify the Protocol. He
advised that in anticipation of the ratification by France, and in order to give the Parties some idea of the effect of the
Protocol on their contributions, the Secretariat would, in February 1999, provide Parties with the information and calculations
showing the contributions based on the new contribution calculation scheme. It was also noted that should the Protocol enter
into force in 1999, its full application for the calculation of Contracting Parties contributions will not take effect until the
2000-2001 biennial budget period.

9. Observer fees

9.1 The Delegate from the United States referred to the discussion on observer participation which took place at the 1997
ICCAT meeting, noting that some progress had been made in identifying the issues which needed to be resolved. He noted
that the current ICCAT guidelines have the effect of excluding NGO observer participation, in particular the high
participation fee, and that ICCAT needed to correct the problem.

9.2 The Chairman commented that at the 1997 ICCAT meeting, the Working Group identified points of discussion
regarding observers. The Delegate from the European Community commented that the observer fees are a question of
transparency. In addition, the EC Delegate indicated that he would circulate a proposal for additional transparency. The
Chairman commented that at the 1997 ICCAT meeting, there was a discussion of the criteria for eligibility for non-
governmental organizations, the admission process, and the level of fees.

9.3 The Delegate from Ghana commented on the budgetary considerations that must be made for the observers. For
example, he indicated that certain countries had withdrawn from ICCAT and that has affected the health of the stocks
because these Parties are still harvesting the stocks and not contributing any funding at all. The Chairman responded that
this issue was related to the formula for membership fees and that the particular question would be reviewed with the
delegate.

9.4 The Delegate from Japan raised a point of order as to whether the observer issue should be handled at the Working
Group level or in the full Committee. The Chairman replied that the Delegate of the European Community would develop
a resolution and present it for discussion.

9.5 The Delegate of the United States indicated that the United States had presented a proposal in 1997 and that it should
be re-circulated later and compared with the proposal to be presented by the European Community. The United States
delegate also offered to form a small, informal working group in the interim period before next year’s ICCAT meeting in
order to further refine the proposal. The Chairman indicated that STACFAD should develop the proposal at this meeting,
circulate it, discuss it informally, and revisit the observer topic at the Committee’s next Session.

9.6 The Delegate from Canada favors further work and discussion on the transparency issue as well as the participation
by the non-governmental organizations.

9.7 At a later session of STACFAD, the Delegate of the European Community presented a proposal regarding revised
guidelines and criteria for granting observer status at ICCAT meetings. The Delegate of the EC explained that this proposal
provided (i) more flexible criteria for the admission of observers, (ii) a more flexible and shorter calendar for approval, (iii)
a revision of the observer fee , and (iv) a revised approval process.

9.8 There was broad support for this initiative, although some delegates expressed concern on particular aspects of the
proposal. Considerable discussion ensued on some aspects of the proposal, particularly relative to the admission process for
NGOs and the amount of the observer fee. The Delegate of Japan suggested that observers fees should be absolute figures
for transparency and also that the figure should take account of the total cost of ICCAT meetings, corresponding to the
amount of each member’s contribution to the cost of ICCAT meetings. The Committee agreed that the Executive Secretary
would determine the fee, based on a thorough study of the additional costs of observers at ICCAT meetings. Finally, the
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Committee adopted the revised observer guidelines, as proposed by the EC, with the changes and modifications adopted
(ANNEX 7).

9.9 The Delegate from the United States noted that with regard to the amount of the observer fee, the view of the U.S.
was that the fee should not be very high, but rather in the area of a few hundred dollars. It should be based on the true
marginal or incremental costs, and not calculated by dividing the total meeting costs by the number of observers, which was
too simplistic. Further, the practices of other international fisheries organizations, which generally require no observer fees,
should be taken into account in determining ICCAT’s fee. Unless the fee is a low one, the effect will be to exclude NGOs
from the meeting and ICCAT would not have advanced on increasing transparency.

10. Revised budget and contributions for 1999

10.1 The Chairman resumed the discussion of the first session on the budgetary options presented to the delegates earlier:
Options A (original proposal); and Option B(proposal including two additional scientific staff). The delegates expressed
support of the SCRS request to hire two additional scientific staff. Some delegates expressed their reservations on an
increased budget for 1999. The Delegate of the United States proposed a new option which included the hiring on just one
additional professional staff in 1999. The Chairman of SCRS identified the hiring of a fisheries population dynamics expert
as the priority. The Executive Secretary circulated a revised budget (Option C, with one additional professional staff) and
the contribution table based on the U.S. proposal. At this time, the Delegates of Uruguay, Brazil and the UK, on behalf of
its Dependent Territories, expressed full support for Option B. Following some discussion, the Committee adopted the
revised budget (Option C, the hiring of one additional scientific staff) for 1999, amounting to 198,700,000 Pesetas as well
as the corresponding Contracting Party contributions (attached herewith as Tables 1 and 2, respectively).

10.2 The Delegate of Ghana posed a question regarding the payment for on-board observers during the closed season in

the Gulf of Guinea from the budget. The Executive Secretary clarified that there is no funding arrangement to pay observers.

10.3 Another question was asked regarding paying for new hires from voluntary or special contributions. The Chairman
advised that new hires or other budget items cannot be funded from voluntary, or extra-budgetary, contributions because of
their variable nature.

10.4 The Delegate of Ghana raised concerns on the basis for calculating the contributions of the Contracting Parties,
particularly the statistics on catches and canning. (The statement by Ghana to STACFAD on the calculation of budgetary
contributions is attached as Appendix 2 to ANNEX 11). The Executive Secretary responded that Parties had had occasion
to update their statistics when the Secretariat requested the Parties to submit their official catch and canning data for 1995
(the current base year for such data) prior to the preparation of the budget for the 1998-1999 Biennial Period He also noted
that the current contribution calculation scheme will remain into effect until the Madrid Protocol is ratified by the required
number of Parties. The Assistant Executive Secretary clarified that revisions to base year data are not usually accepted after
the Biennial Budget has been adopted, except in special cases, such as the case of the UK (on behalf of its dependent
territories) this year to include St. Helena catches.

11. Date and place of the next meeting of STACFAD

11.1 The next meeting of the Standing Committee on Finance and Administration (STACFAD) will be held at the time

and place of the next Commission Meeting.
12. Adoption of Report

12.1 The Report of the 1998 Meeting of STACFAD was adopted.

13. Adjournment

13.1 The 1998 Meeting of the Standing Committee on Finance and Administration (STACFAD) was adjourned.

Appendix 1 to ANNEX 11

STACFAD AGENDA
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ICCAT REPORT, 1998-99 (1) STACFAD

A

10.
11.
12,
13.

Opening of the meeting

Adoption of Agenda

Nomination of Rapporteur

1998 Administrative Report

1998 Financial Report

-- 1997 Auditor's Report

-- Financial status of the first half of the Biennial Budget - 1998
Status and implications of ICCAT programs

-- Bluefin Year Program (BYP)

-- Program of Enhanced Research for Billfish

-- Bigeye Year Program (BETYP)

Budgetary implications of the Commission's general activities in 1999:
-- Research and statistics

-- Inter-sessional meetings

-- Publications

-- Next meeting of the Commission

Status of the ratification/acceptance of the Protocol of amendment to the Convention (adopted in Madrid:
1992) and repercussions

-- review of input parameters

-- classification of countries

-- change in Financial Regulations

Observer fees

Revised budget and contributions for 1999

Date and place of the next meeting of STACFAD

Adoption of Report

Adjournment

Appendix 2 to ANNEX 11

STATEMENT BY GHANA TO STACFAD
ON THE CALCULATION OF BUDGETARY CONTRIBUTIONS

It is observed that the calculation of the contribution of the Contracting Parties to the budget is based on, among other

things, the catch and canning figures supplied by the Parties.

A close look at the figures that are being displayed on the table accompanying the statement supplied by the ICCAT

Secretariat renders them extremely doubtful.

It would be greatly appreciated if the Secretariat would, as a matter of fairness to all concerned, take the necessary steps

to request an update of these figures.
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Table 1. PROPOSALS PRESENTED AND BUDGET ADOPTED (OPTION C) FOR 1999 (Pesetas)

PROPOSAL A PROPOSAL B PROYOSAL C: ADOPTED
Budget ado pred REVISED 1999 BUDGET  REVISED 1999 BUDGET REVISED 1999 BUDGET
provisionally {Based on updated (Based on hiring of TIWO {Based on hiring of ONE
in 1997 UN salary schemes) 1/ professional staf [) 2/ professional staff) 3/
1. Salarics 03,708,000 95,829,000 05,829,000 95,829,000
2. Travel 5,225,000 7,220,000 * 7,220,000 * 7,229,000 +
3. Commission Meeting {Annual & Inter-sessionals) 10,994,000 10,521,000 10,521,000 10,521,000
4. Publications 4,703,000 4,703,000 4,703,000 4,703,000
5. Office Tquipment 1,045,000 1,045,000 1,045,000 1,045,000
6. Operating Bxpenses 12,122,000 13,568,000 13,568,000 13,568,000
7. Miscellaneaus 1,045,000 850,000 850,000 850,000
Sub-total Chapters 1to7 128,842,000 133,745,000 133,745,000 133,745,000
8. Coordination of Resenrch:
) Salaries 21,844,000 22,100,000 42,918,000 35,092,000
b) ‘Travel to improve statistics 5,748,000 5,248,000 5,248,000 5,248,000
c} Statistics/Biology 6,270,000 5,000,000 5,000,000 5,000,000
d) Computer-related items 4,180,000 1,500,000 ** 150,000 *# 1,500,000 *
c) Scientific meelings (including SCRS) 9,614,000 9,200,000 9,200,000 9,200,000
1) Bluefin Year Program (BYD) 2,000,000 2,090,000 2,000,000 2,090,600
£) Bigeye Yeur Program (BETYP) 1,315,000 1,515,000 1,515,000 1,515,000
h) Billlish Research Frogram 1,515,000 1,515,000 1,515,000 1,515,000
i) Miscellaneous 1,045,000 750,000 750,000 750,000
Sub-total Chapter 8 53821,000 48,918,000 69,736,000 61,910,000
4. Contingencies 1,045,000 1,045,000 5,045,000 3,045,000
TOTAL $UDGET 183,708,000 183,708,000 2008,5206,{H)) 198,700,000

+ Includes "TTome Leave” for e Professionalf figher stall and their Tamilies in 1999

PO major renewal ol Seetetarfan ardwire and soltware was carried out in 1998, this sub-chapter includes only minor sofiware purchases in 1999,



Table 2. Contracting Party Coniributions to the 1999 Commission Budget

Based on 1995 figures

Total Budget {Convertible Pesclas)

198,700,000
Contracling Partics Pancls Panel Calch  Canning c+C C+C Fee Panel Pancl C+C Tolal
' # Yo MT MT MT Ya Conv. Pis  Conv. Pis Conv. Pls Conv, Pls Conv. Pis
(A) (B) () (D} 423] D) (G) (H) { ) (K)
Angola 2 4,286 360 146 512 0.077 145,000 290,000 2,693,571 96,900 3,225,471
Brasil 2 4.286 30,305 2,251 32,556 4.902 145,000 290,000 2,693,571 6,161,453 9,290,024
Canada 3 5714 2,525 0 2,325 0.380 145,000 435,000 3,591,429 477,874 4,649,303
Cap Verl 1 2.857 3,656 346 4,002 0.603 145,000 145,000 1,795,714 757,407 2,843,121
China, People's Rep. 2 4,286 879 0 879 0.132 145,000 290,000 2,693,571 166,357 3,294,928
Cole d'Iveire 1 2.857 239 1,400 . 1,639 0.247 145,000 145,000 1,795,714 310,192 2,395,907
Croalia 1 2.857 445 0 445 0.067 145,000 145,000 1,795,714 84,219 2,169,934
European Comunity 4 7.143 291,205 86,433 383,638  57.761 145,000 580,000 4,489,286 72,606,202 77,820,487
France {5t. Picrre/Miqu 1 2.857 0 O 0 0.000 145,000 145,000 1,795,714 0 2,085,714
Gabon 1 2.857 397 0 397 0.060 145,000 145,000 1,795,714 75,135 2,160,849
Ghana 1 2.857 35,078 26,860 61,944 9.3206 145,000 145,000 1,795,714 11,723,340 13,809,054
Guinca Ecuatorial 0 1.429 111 0 111 0.017 145,000 ] 897,857 21,008 1,063,865
Guinee, Rep. de 0 1.429 429 0 429 0.065 145,000 0 897,857 81,191 1,124,048
Japan 4 7.143 52,636 0 52,636 7.925 145,000 580,000 4,489,286 9,961,735 15,176,021
Korea 4 7.143 1,715 0 1,715 0.258 145,000 580,000 4,489,286 324,576 5,538,862
Libya 2 4.286 1,962 2,326 4,288 0.646 145,000 290,000 2,693,571 811,534 3,940,106
Maroc 2 4,286 6,632 27 6,909 1.040 145,000 290,000 2,693,571 1,307,577 4,436,148
Russia 1 2.857 4,938 0 4,938 0.743 145,000 145,000 1,795,714 934,551 3,020,266
S.Tome & Principe 1 2.857 338 0 338 0.051 145,000 145,000 1,795,714 63,969 2,149,683
. South Aflrica 2 4286 4,313 0 4,313 0.649 145,000 290,000 2,693,571 816,260 3,944,837
Tunisie 0 1.429 3,513 2,380 5,893 0.887 145,000 0 897,857 1,115,292 2,158,149
U.K.-Oversea Terr. 3 5.714 577 0 577 0.087 145,000 435,000 3,591,429 109,20] 4,280,630
U.S.A, 4 7.143 24,633 35,447 60,080 9.046 145,000 580,000 4,489,286 11,370,564 16,584,850
Uruguay 1 2.857 684 0 684 0.103 145,000 145,000 1,795,714 129,452 2,215,166
Venezuela 2 4.286 26,702 6,026 32,728 4.928 145,000 290,000 2,693,57] 6,194,005 9,322,577
Total 43 100 500,278 163,898 664,176 100 3,625,000 6,525,000 62,850,000 125,700.000 198,700,000

A: Panel membership.,

B: % annual and panel membership (G+H).

C: Catchi (live weight),

13: Canned productiort (nel weight).

E: Total (C+D).
F: Percentage distribution of E.

G: Peselns equivalent to $1000 annual membership fee (at the time of caleulation).

1: Pesetas equivalent to $1000 for cach pane! membership (at the time of calculation).

I: 1/3 of (Total less G-+H) distributed necording to col. B %
J: 213 ol (Totnl less G-+11) distributed according to col. F %4,

K: Totad (G+HA1+])






